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CURRENT TOPICS. 


THE LEGAL Gossips, whose name is legion, have, of course, been 
diligently occupied this week in appointing the legal members of a 
ministry not yet in existence. If new law officers have to be 
appointed, it is much to be hoped that there will be a reversion to 
the convenient practice of choosing one from each side of the bar ; 
and, if this course is adopted, it needs no great discernment to name 
Mr. Macwacuten, Q.C., and Mr. Epwarp Cranks, Q.C., as Attorney 
and Solicitor-General. It is somewhat remarkable that, in the 
confident assumption that either the Master of the Rolls or Sir 
Harpincr Girrarp will be Lord Chancellor, the greatest of living 
lawyers, Lord Biacksurn, should be altogether left out of account. 





Many oF our readers will learn with regret that Mr. Cuarzzs 
Crariver Deuce died at Brighton on Wednesday. Mr. Druce was 
the son of Mr. Atexanper Daves, solicitor, and was an elder brother 
of the late Mr. Gzorcz Druce, Q.C. He was born in 1820, and was 
admitted a solicitor in 1843, and since his father’s death had been 
the head of the well-known firm of Druces, Jackson, & Attire. He 
had long been a member of the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society, and filled the office of President in 1881-2. 


Tae Honour conferred on Sir Henry James has led to some 
discussion as to whether there is any previous instance of a 
Privy Councillor practising at the English Bar. There is one 
instance, and, so far as we know, only one, in recent times. 
In 1856 Mr. Srvarr Worttry, who had been’ sworn 
a Privy Councillor on his appointment as Judge Advo- 
cate-General in 1846, and had subsequently occupied the posi- 
tion of Recorder of London, was made Solicitor-General, and, of 
course, during the few months of his tenure of that office, was 
in actual practice at the bar. The question whether there is any 
tule of etiquette to prevent a Privy Councillor from acting as an 
advocate was, we believe, submitted to a high authority in 1880, 
and it was considered that no such rule existed. The Attorney- 
General for Ireland and the Lord Advocate of Scotland are almost 
invariably Privy Councillors, and it is difficult to see why the 
leader of the English Bar should not, always occupy the same 
position. 





THe question, what is an office copy? would appear to be par- 
ticularly easy of solution, but there exists a practice in one 
Division of the High Court of issuing a document which is called 
an office copy, but which can only be so called by reason of its having 
been made in an office. The document alluded to is that issued 
in the Probate Division as an office copy of a will. It is every- 
day practice for a copy of a will to be bespoken at Somerset 
House, and for a document to be issued which has never been 
examined with the original, and which no one is able to say is a 
correct copy. Presumably, this ‘‘ copy” is issued unexamined 
because the person bespeaking it is able to examine it for himself, 
but the error consists in designating it as an ‘office copy. An 
office copy means a correct copy, but the document referred 
to is frequently found to contain mistakes. In a case 
before Mr. Justice Prarson, on Thursday last, it was stated that 
one of these documents had been sent back to Somerset House to 
be certified as examined, when it was found that the word “or” 
in the will had been made ‘‘and” in the copy; which error, if 
undetected, would have led to mistakes as to the devolution of the 





testator’s property. If it is necessary to separate the charge for 
examining from the charge for writing, an unexamined copy should 
be issued as a “plain copy,” reserving the term “ office copy”. for 
such copies as have been examined and certified. 





Tue casE of In re Whitehead (ante, p. 206), of which a full 
report appears in 33 W. R. 601, deserves attention, as establishing 
a jurisdiction the practical effect of which will be somewhat unfair 
to solicitors against whom applications aremade. The facts of the 
case were that on the hearing of an appeal the Court of Appeal 
became aware, from the evidence given by a solicitor at the 
hearing below, that he had been guilty of misconduct in his 
character of solicitor, and thereupon the court ordered the Official 
Solicitor to take proceedings. He accordingly moved before the 
Court of Appeal for an order calling on the solicitor to explain his 
conduct, or that he might be struck off the roll. The Court of 
Appeal (all the judges of that court having been consulted) held 
that they had jurisdiction to entertain the application, although 
not brought before them by way of appeal. Now, it is clearly 
settled that an appeal lies from an order made by the High Court 
on an applicatior against a solicitor, notwithstanding section 47 of 
the Judicature Act, 1873 (Re Hardwick, 32 W. R. 191, L. R. 12 
Q B.D. 148). Thus‘if an application against a solicitor should 
be made to fhe Court of Appeal in the first instance, the solicitor 
will be practically deprived of an opportunity for obtaining a re- 
consideration of his case on appeal. We believe that this result 
led the court in In re Whitehead to hesitate about exercising an 
original jurisdiction ; and we cannot help thinking it would be 
desirable that such jurisdiction should be sparingly used. 





THE CURRENT NUMBER of the Law contains a report 
of the case of In re Hazle’s Settled ates; in which the 
Court of Appeal have affirmed the judgment of Mr. Justice 
Pearson. On a former occasion (28 Soxrcrrors’ Jovrnat, 572) we 
gave our reasons for hoping and expecting that the a 
would be affirmed, in case it should be impugned. e reader 
will remember that in this case a testator, who was entitied to a 
public-house in fee simple, subject toa lease for thirty years which 
he had granted in 1859 toa publican ; by his will, dated the 20th of 
June, 1866, devised this public-house to trustees, upon trust to 
permit his wife to receive the rents and profits during the remain- 
der of the term “if she should so long live” ; with a trust for sale 
either upon his wife’s death during the term, or upon the expira- 
tion of the term during his wife’s lifetime. The ——— 
whether the wife was a tenant for life of the public-house within 


the meaning of the Settled Land Act, 1882, and whether she was, 


therefore, able to exercise the powers of the Act. Of course, the 
words chiefly relied upon by those who contended for the affirma- 
tive reply to this question, were those of section 58, sub-section 
(iv.), which gives the statutory powers to (inéer alios) “a tenant 
or years determinable on life, not holding merely under a lease at 
arent.” We have often lamented the somewhat vague language 
of the Act; and the above-cited language is undoubtedly both 
vague and slovenly; but we may reasonably doubt whether it can 
fairly be charged with any responsibility for the absurd constrac- 
tion sought to be put upon it in the present case. The question 
was, whether the widow could exercise the statutory powers in 
relation to the public-house ; and in order to arrive at the affirma- 
tive conclusion it was n to contend that she was a ‘tenant 


for years determinable on life” of the public-house. This is the 
first time we ever heard of anybody maintaining that the “‘ tenant 


for years” of a house is the who is entitled to receive the 
rent of the house—instead of Veing the persn who is liable to pay 
it. The Court of Appeal have 


Mr. Justice Pransox, in 
33 
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preferring to attribute to the Act a meaning which is more in 
accordance with the common usages of speech. 





THE REPORTED INTENTION Of the Sunday Society to test the ques- 
tion of the legality of playing cricket on a village green on a Sun- 
day will attract public interest to the law affecting Sunday sports, 
as distinguished from Sunday trading. The preamble to 1 Car. 
ec. 1 (which is entitled “‘ An Act for punishing divers abuses com- 
mitted on the Lord’s Day, called Sunday ’’) recites that ‘‘ the holy 

eping of the Lord’s-day is a principal part of the true service of 

which, in very many places of this realm, hath been, and now is, 
profaned and neglected by a disorderly sort of people in exercising 
and frequenting bear-baiting, bull-baiting, interludes, common 
plays, and other unlawful exercises or pastimes upon the Lord’s-day, 
epee quarrels, bloodsheds, and other inconveniences have 
grown by the resort and concourse of people going out of their 
own parishes to such disordered and unlawful exercises and pastimes, 
ing Divine service in their own parishes and elsewhere.” 

e then enacts that ‘‘ from and after forty days next after 
the end of this session of Parliament ” (the Act is made perpetual by 
$ Gar. 1, c. 5) “‘there shall be no meetings, assemblies, or con- 
course of rege out of their own parishes on the Lord’s-day within 
the realm of England, or the dominions thereof, for any sports and 

vadimes whatsoever, nor any bear-baiting, bull-baiting, interludes, 
mmon plays, or any unlawful exercises and pastimes used by any 
prson or persons within their own parishes,” and every offender 
the Act is to forfeit for every offence 3s. 4d., to be em- 
for the use of the poor of the parish, which sum may be 
by distress and sale of his goods, and in default of 
Sere, the offender is to be ‘‘set publicly in the stocks by the 
three hours.” The Act preserves all the existing juris- 
liction of the ecclesiastical courts. The 21 Geo. 3, c. 49 (which 
is entitled “‘ An Act for preventing certain abuses and profanations 
on the Lord’s Day, called Sunday”), refers only to places opened 
or used for public entertainment or amusement, or for publicly 
debating any subject on Sundays, to which persons are admitted 
t of money, or by tickets sold for money. In the 
e of any local statutory restriction, playing cricket on a 
Sunday would scem to be legal, since the 1 Car. 1, c. 1, forbids 
gatherings within people’s own parishes only when they take place 
for the purpose of “unlawful exercises and pastimes,” which 
I must clearly refer to sports ejusdem generis with bear and 
baiting, or plays and interludes. On the other hand, a cricket 
mateh played on 2 Sunday between two parishes would be illegal, 
simee one of the contending eclevens would necessarily meet or 
amemble ‘tout of their own parish,” in which case “ any sports 
and pastimes whatsoever” are prohibited. 









— 


The following are the circuits chosen by the judges for the ensui 
Sammer Assizes :—viz., Midland Circuit, Baron en ed and Mr. Fale 
; South-Eastern Circuit, Baron Huddleston ; Western Circuit, Mr. 





Fastice Wills ; Oxlord Oirenit, Mz. Justice Cave and Mr. Justice A. L. 
. Justice Stephen ; South Wales Circuit, 


of Appeal, No. 1, on Tuesday, the Attorney-General 
; of settlement of the actions of Adams v. Coleridge and 
¥. Lord Coleridge in the following terms :—‘‘ ‘ Adams ¥. The Hon. B. 

Mo judgment to be delivered, and action stayed. ‘Adams v. 


/—hetion to be stayed. In relation to the causes of action 
in it should be left to (some person of eminence to be ed 
wpom) to determine whether ion, and of what amount, should 

paid to Mr. Adams. In to the above settlement Mr. B. Cole- 

while unreservedly the charges made in his letter of 

Deveasber 11, 1843, states most positively that they were made on his part 
im perfect good t2ith on statements 


made to him, and Mr. Adams is happy 
to secept euch asurance. Lord Coleridge desires, and has long 
Sar Saat vistones commruction may have been placed u 


RECTIFJCATION OF INROQLLED DEEDS. 


Tur 3 &4 , of 74, cgmmonily called the Fines and Re. 
coveries Ac, though it, is not "yithont faults, is certainly to be 
placed among the most conspicuously successful pieces of legisla. 
tion of the present century ; and it probably owes no small part 
of its success to the wise foresight of its framers, in rigorously 
exactihg a precise-conformity to its directions on the part of all 
persons who might wish to avail themselves of its provisions. Those 
prudent legislators, foreseeing that if the peculiar activity of the 
Court of Chancery were once let loose upon the new system it 
would soon be converted to a mere unworkable mass of flux and 
confusion, have taken extraordinary pains to exclude the jurisdic- 
tion of courts of equity, and to compel the accurate observance of 
the law by enacting that no one shall get anything except what he 
can get by the letter of the law. The result has heen that the 
present law of entail—or, af least, that part of it which depends 
upon the Fines and Recoveries Act—has attained to a degree of 
clearness and precision not very common in English law, gnd by no 
means usual in such parts of the law as depend upon modern 
legislation. There is, perhaps, no other branch of the law which 
offers fewer encouragements to the kind of litigation known as 
“ making shots” : by which we mean, bringing actions in the hope 
that a good-natured and ingenious judge may be induced to invent 
some new-fangled equity in order to save a blunderer from the 
natural consequences of his own blundering. We believe that this 
wholesome vigour is much more likely than the prevailing flabbi- 
ness to promote the ultimate benefit of the public, and we much 
regret to notice that the most recent legislation rather lends en- 
couragement to the latter tendency than to the former. But it 
must be borne in mind that care and painstaking are the necessary 
correlatives to a precise and definite administration of the law; and 
a recent case, of which a report will be be found in the June 
number of the Law Reports (Hall-Dare v. Hall-Dare L. BR. 29 
Ch. D. 133), contains a warning which should be laid to heart by 
our readers. 
We are the more inclined to point out these matters for the 
reader’s reflection, because the modern laxity of thought tends 
easily to the conclusion that a tenant in tail can “‘ bar the entail” 
by any means which he may think proper; whereas, unless he 
follows accurately the definite machinery provided by the Act, his 
efforts are simply void, and no court of equity has any jurisdiction 
to give any relief to him or those claiming under him. The 
machinery provided by the Act is not anything in the nature of a 
declaration of intention to bar the entail, but it consists in the 
making of a ‘‘ disposition ” by the tenant in tail, which is, by the 
Act, rendered effectual against the claims of the issue in tail. In 
order to be effectual also as against the claims of remaindermen 
and reversioners, the disposition must, in general, be made with 
the consent of the protector of the settlement, if any. Section 47 
of the Act provides that, in re to dispositions of lands under 
the Act, and also in to the consent of the protector, ‘‘the 
jurisdiction of courts of equity shall be altogether excluded ;”’ and 
this prohibition is expressly extended to apply to the case of. per- 
sons claiming for valuable consideration. In Hall-Dare v. Hall. 
Dare an ingenious attempt was made to evade this provision; 
which, if it had succeeded, would probably have opened the door 
to a large number of similar attempts. Since that case was as 
favourable a case as could easily occur, the failure of the attempt 
wa, in all probability, operate as a sufficiently effectual discourage- 
ment. 
The material facts were as follows :—An elder brother, who was 
a bachelor, was tenant for life of certain lands, with contingent 
remainders to his sons successively in tail general, with remainder 
to a younger brother for life, with remainder to his only son in tail 
eneral, with contingent remainders to his other sons successively 
in tail general, and other remainders over. The fnant for life in 
, the tenant for life in remainder, and the tenant in tail, 
in the year 1878 joined in executing a deed by which they ro- 
settled the lands upon the lines of gn ordinary strict family settle- 
ment. The drafteman who prepared the settlement forgot that the 
tenant for life in , who was a widower, might marry 
again and have other sons; and in framing the uses of the settle- 
from hi g only son to the other 
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which happened, this did marry again in 1882, and became 
aware, —— for fre first time, that the sons of that marriage 
would be exeluded from the succession to the family estate ; and the 
resent action was therefore brought to obtain a rectification of the 
settlement of 1878, upon the ground that this exclusion of the 
future sons was contrary to the intention of all the parties, and had 
been effected in consequence of a misund ing, in which they 
had all shared, as to the import of the deed. Evidence was 
adduced to prove that the parties had not had any intention to 
interfere with the contingent remainders limited to the unborn 
sons, by virtue of the testator’s will; but Vice-Chancellor Bacon, 
without at all questioning the sincerity of the statements made by 
the parties, Id that he was e y deprived by the Fines and 
Recoveries Act of all jurisdiction ify the settlement. 

An ingenious distinction was attemp 
ney the plaintiffs, between the settlement in so far as it merely 
the entail, and in so far as it proceeded to erect another 
— upon that foundation. It was contended that the pro- 
hi eae contained in the Act applied only to the former part of 
the deed, not to the latter. The Act seems to supply no ground 
whatever for this distinction. The Act does not at all distinguish 
between barring the entail and disposing of the lands; and in the 
resent case, the only way in which the entail was barred was by 

Spesing of the lands in the manner mentioned in the settlement. 
This is no doubt what is called a ‘‘ hard case,’’ but we have also 
no doubt that the decision is greatly to the benefit of the public. 
Tt is a bard case that somebody may perhaps lose an estate because 
the limitations of a deed were traited upon somewhat too narrow 
lines ; but this private eyil could not be remedied without sub- 
stituting a great public evil in its place. If the courts are to lay 
it down that, in spite of the most elaborate prohibitions contained 
in an Act of Parliament against their exercising jurisdiction, they, 
nevertheless, wii] exercise jurisdiction whenever the circumstances 
the case seem ‘‘ hard,’’ it is impossible to foresee what such a 
conclusion would ultimately lead us to. This was, in fact, a 
—— reason relied upon by the learned judge for maintaining 
A i sible aftitnde, and we do not doubt that his anticipations 
of © posible results of weakness were correct. Nor do we 
dou at the evil of bard cases has a strong tendency to cure 
itself, when it is teld plainly that the remedy must be found, not 
in flying to the court for succour upon every occasion, but in 
taking a little pains to make the aid of the court needless. _ Very 
eminent authorities have even e the opinion that it is a 
public —— eat the interpretation of wits « should not have 
een firmly sy yn the more git rules which govern the 
OR 
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fHE ORGANIZATION OF A SOLICITOR'S 
OFFICE. 


III.—ORGANIZATION WITH SPECIAL REFERENCE TO 
NON-CONTENTIOUS BUSINESS. 


TAKING INSTRUCTIONS. 
(1) GHNERALLY, 
TxasmvoH as solicitors have before this been dragged as defendants 
into hostile suits and charged with all manner of improper acts in 
direct and solg connection with the act of taking instructions, our 
— may reasonably supply food for tiseful practical con- 





In a purely general sense, there are some few axioms which will be 
admitted by solicitor to be of universal application, though for 
practical they might occasionally be more vividly borne in 
mind. us, the instructions taken, whether for a sale, purchase, 
m , settlement, or any other transaction, should be complete 
and well considered so far as the solicitor has it in his power to make 


em 86. He should not be content to receive half the n 


formation as to his client's wishes, or the mode of effect to 
them, and to guess the rest, or supply it by the ibe of his own 
judgment ; neither should he, from another point of view, embrace 


at once every plan, however hasty or imprudent, formed by his olient 
merely because it is possible to rage Aa out, And it must be remem- 
re Se San = 2 te pene thee oe ook 
what —*2 oom ons by nod m or even 
—— y, coincide,” The trained habit of —— ight is seldom 

in common between them, and the solicitor who intel- 


to be established on the | j 


ligence and care to bear on his work will in very many cases have the 


op ity, and in some cases the imperative need, of 
e cli tin connection with what sas aft complacenliy roger 
by the latter as an exhaustive and ical exposition of his wi 


or of the pros and cons of the subject, an all-important fact which 
has been wholly overlooked, or, as the case may be, views whieh 
never entered into his philosophy for a moment, and which may 
gerbes present the whale metier © bie jn 9 fatelly: Geant i 
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1* 


taking b 
and an acute 

this not a whit the less because the client may after all decide to do 
something which in his solicitor’s opinion is unwise. 
Senge, 0 Gt enh S Se 
as ing a sum of money for him on a certain geeurity. | 


character which will only admit of borrowing on ruinous terms, 
the gost of giving dire ce to third persons whose good will 
involv, of necoaity, expense in carrying eu the loan que 
ve, of necessity, expenses in incom- 
mensurate with the amount needed or the object in view. It 
that the amount required can, to the solicitor’s know! 
in some alternative mode which would be infinitely less open to 
objection than the client’s own : project. It may be that the client has 
jumped impetuously to a conclusion without any sufficient reflection 
as to the real needs of his position, and that there is no real occasion 
for him to borrow at all. These are not extravagant i 
pe — ——————————— 
of any one of w may happen to represent true 
the particular case should be — without much di 
solicitor who earnestly strives to do his duty. It does not, 
follow that he will carry his point; but it is one thing to bring before 
a client the considerations which bear upon s step that he has in 
contemplation, and another thing to take his instructions like an echo, 
and put out of sight all considerations of wisdom or folly, 


ness or i 
care to take in- 
afterwards 


i 


ciency. 
Again, the solicitor should exercise the greatest 
structions accurately. There should be no room for doubt 
as to what was said or meant, and especially, of course, in a matter 
of deli or complication. There is nothing like contemporaneous 
black and white to meet this point. A note of the imstructions, 
taken down at the time, or an i 
few hours afterwards, may gen be relied on stoutly, but the 
form of vindication represented by such phrases 
is distinctly that you requested me to do 
remember that you said so and so, and then I said so and so,” affords 


but a poor cover when the memory of words spoken has become dim 
or the versions of Wea te ee eS Se Of these expe- 
dients, it is no doubt true of the first that the habit of committing 


a client’s instructions to writing in his presence is not without 
certain drawbacks. The mechanical act iti 

a tendency to divert the mind from the full exercise of its 
faculties, just as the student who makes copious notes i 
sometimes realizes afterwards a i 
should have been retained in 
i i i client is apt to grow impatient of 
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2 
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wearisome , » once 

observation, and, indeed, of first princi 
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should be adopted. Thus the solicitor, when — down instrac- 
tions in writing, should be on his not to let attention be 
concentrated on pen arid paper, not to exhaust a client's nce by 
over-much elaboration of writing, or by 
of real need, and not to allow his memory to 
WS 1 covered O28 SORE SEI as has se 
solicitor sho 80 a can 
be any possible question on the subject, that —— 
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as to the origin and acouracy of the instructions, But if, instead of 
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a request to pre a lease, the letter asks that the client’s will may 
be drawn, and that a legacy of considerable amount may be thereby 
given to the land agent himself, the solicitor, if he values his 
professional character, will in nowise act on the instructions without 
personal communication with his client of a most exhaustive 
character. The nature of the transaction ; the relation to the client of 
the person who is made a medium of communication ; his personal 
interest, if any, in the subject-matter of the instructions; the 
circumstance in which any third person is interposed at all between 
the solicitor and his client; the intrinsic evidence that the client’s 
own personal wishes are, in fact, being faithfully and accurately 
conveyed—all these considerations should pass through the solicitor’s 
mind before he accepts any instructions at second hand. In many 
cases he may safely dismiss them with the rapidity of almost instant 
conviction, in others they will need very anxious thought. And the 
test to be applied in forming a conclusion must not be “‘ Shall I run 
the risk of ifending a client if I refuse to take these instructions ? ” 
but ‘‘ Shall I run the risk of having my professional honour assailed, 
shall I be acting rightly, and be able at all times to prove that I acted 
rightly, if I accept and carry out these instructions?” Needless 
to say that in such essentially personal and eminently delicate and 
important matters as the preparation of a will or settlement, the 
most overwhelming combination of circumstances must exist to justify 
the solicitor in dispensing with the direct verbal or written instruc- 
tions of his client. 

Finally, it should always be borne in mind that a client who calls 
on his solicitor to give him instructions will on many occasions have 
a natural wish that the interview should take place in privacy. It will 
be an annoyance to him to discuss his affairs for the special edification 
of a budding articled clerk or an inquisitive shorthand writer. The 
solicitor may well think nothing of the presence of a third person, for 
one reason, because the subject of conversation does not turn upon 
his private affairs, and for another reason, because he will realize 
that the exigencies of business may almost necessitate that imme- 
diately the client’s back is turned the purport of the interview shall 
begin to filter through the whole office in the process of carrying out 
the client’s wishes. But the first of these reasons is directly traceable 
to a want of consideration which calls for no comment, and the 
second shows a lack of appreciation of the real practical pain and 
difficulty which a great many people experience in unfolding freely 
any ‘business of a delicate personal character, such as, for instance, 
an intended disposition by will, to more than one person. Take as 
an illustration the case of borrowing money. A man goes to his 
bankers to ask for a temporary accommodation. He will thoroughly 
recognize the fact that every partner in the bank will know of his 
application and the grounds for it, but nevertheless he will prefer 
most infinitely to buttonhole one of them as the medium of his com- 
munication. So the client who repairs to his solicitor will often feel 
hampered, irritated, unable to do justice to himself or to say what he 

y wants, if he feels that the eyes of some satellite are surveying 
the back of his neck from a corner of the room 

We shall recur again to the subject of taking instructions in its 
special bearing upon particular classes of conveyancing transactions. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


COUNTY CONSTABLE’S RIGHT TO NOTICE OF ACTION. 
(Bryson v. Russell, 33 W. R. 34, L. R. 14 Q. B. D. 720). 


We are guilty of the presumption of —* i g that this decision, 
albeit that of the Court of Appeal, is unsound. The question was 
whether, by virtue of 1 & 2 Will. 4, c. 41, s. 19 (the Special 
Constables Act), and the extension of that enactment to county 
constables by 2 & 3 Vict. c. 93, s. 8, a constable was entitled to 
have the action laid in the county where the fact was committed, 
and to have notice of action, in t of acts done by him under 
the Contagious Diseases (Animals) Act, 1878; and this question 
turned particularly on the meaning of the words, ‘‘ anything done in 
pursuance of this Act,” in section 19 of the Special Constables Act in 
its application, under the later Act, to county constables, 

It is necessary to notice, as shortly as may be, the enactments 
that gave rise to the question. 

Section 5 of 1 & 2 Will. 4, c. 41, enacts that ‘‘every special con- 
stable appointed under this Act shall, not only within the parish, 
township, or place for which he shall have been appointed, but also 

the entire jurisdiction of the justices so appointing him, 
have, exercise, and a Mag such powers, authorities, advantages, 
and immunities, and be liable to all such duties and responsibilities, 


as any constable duly appointed now has within his constablewick by 
virtue of the common law of this realm, or of any statute or 
statu *; and section 6 enables special constables to act in an 
adjoining county under certain circumstances. Then section 19 
gives the rights above mentioned as to venue and notice of action in 





respect of “all actions . to be commenced against any 
person for anything done in pursuance of this Act.” 

2 & 3 Vict. c. 93 (the County Constables Act) recites 1 & 2 Will. 4, 
c. 41 (and another Act), and, after authorizing the appointment of 
chief and other constables, enacts, in section 8, that ‘‘ the chief 
constable and other persons so appointed shall be sworn as constables 
before a justice of the county, and shall have all the powers, 
privileges, and duties throughout the county, and also in all liberties 
and franchises and detached parts of other counties locally situated 
within such county, and also in any county adjoining to the county 
for which they are appointed, which any constable duly appointed 
has within his —— by virtue of the common law, or of any 
statute made or to be made; and every provision of the first-recited 
Act {1 & 2 Will. 4, c. 41] shall be deemed to extend to the constables 
appointed under this Act, except [as to certain immaterial particu- 
lars] or as to any matter herein expressly otherwise provided.” By 
the way, we may notice that the marginal note to this section is 
misleading. 

It will observed that the powers, &c., conferred by 1 & 2 Will. 
4, c. 41, s. 5, appear, strangely enough, to be limited to such as any 
constable ‘‘ now has by virtue of the common law or any statute or 
statutes”; therefore, it may be that section 19, conferring protection 
as to actions for anything done in pursuance of this Act, is of itself 
restricted to acts done under powers conferred by common law or 
any then existing statute (see section 5 above noticed); and this was 
the view taken by the court. But the question to decided was, 
what was the effect of the extension by 2 & 3 Vict. c. 93, s. 8, of 
certain provisions of the Act of William IV., and this, it is submitted, 
was very inadequately considered. 

The Court of Appeal (affirming the decision of Day and Smith, 
JJ.) held that, even under this extension, a county constable could 
not claim the protection conferred by section 19 of 1 & 2 Will. 4, 
c. 41, when acting under the Contagious Diseases (Animals) Act, 
1878, because it was an Act not in existence at the time of the 
passing of the Act of William IV. 

Now, it has been seen that 2 & 3 Vict. c. 93, s. 8, is worded differ- 
ently from 1 & 2 Will. 4, c. 41, s. 5, in more than one respect; first, 
the area of the exercise of the powers of constables appointed under 
it extends, not only to the whole county, but includes adjoining 
counties; secondly, the powers conferred include such as any constable 
within his constablewick has ‘‘ under any statute made or to be 
made.” Therefore, it is submitted to be manifest that sections 5 and 6 
of the Act of William IV. are excluded from extension to constables 
appointed under 2 & 3 Vict. c. 93, as those sections relate to a ‘‘ matter 
os the Act of her Majesty] otherwise expressly provided.” And it is 

er submitted that consequently the words, “‘in pursuance of 
this Act,” in section 19 of the Actof WilliamIV., cannot, when applied to 
county constables, be read as referring to a section of that Act which 
has no application to such constables. This view does not seem to 
have been present to the mind of the court. The true construction, 
it is submitted, of section 19 of the Act of William IV., as extended to 
constables appointed under the Act of her Majesty, is to read it as if 
re-enacted in that Act; in which case the effect would obviously be 
to give to county constables acting in the exercise of the powers 
conferred by the Act of her Majesty the same protection, as to notice 
of action, &c., as was given in the Act of William IV. itself to special 
constables acting in the exercise of the powers thereby conferred. 
This construction seems, moreover, the only one that can be supposed 
to have been contemplated by the draftsman of the Act of 2 & 3 
Vict., or, as it may be more correct to say, by the Legislature. 








REVIEWS. 


REPRESENTATION OF THE PEOPLE ACT, 1884. 

THE REPRESENTATION OF THE PEOPLE Aor, 1884; wiTH INTRODUO- 
TION, NOTES, AND TABLES. By O. B. C. Harrison, Barrister-at- 
Law. Knight & Co. 

The Re mtation of the People Act, 1884, is absolutely 
unintelligible without considerable comment, inasmuch as incorpora- 
tion by reference, even of repealed enactments, such as section 27 of 
the Reform Act, 1832, is exceedingly frequent. Mr. Harrison has 
performed his work of commentator with care and accuracy, and has 
added a good introduction, table of franchises, and index. Un- 
fortunately, however, the notes are so full that the book is somewhat 
difficult to read, it being rather hard for the reader to know at a glance 
which enactment he has before him, and harder still to find any 
particular section of the principal Act. The references are not as full 
as they should be; references to the Law Reports, the WEEKLY 
REPORTER, and the Law Times being generally omitted. 








It is stated that, although Mr. Justice Stephen will not resume his seat 
in court during the present sittings, he will take part in the ensuing 
Summer Assizes, and will proceed on circuit next month. ; 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 


PROBATES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 

Sir,—I wish to suggest that the practice of en ing probate 
copies of wills in the old form of deeds should be abolished, and the 
modern form — deeds bookwise be substituted. 

No one ever thinks of referring to the probate copy of a will unless 
in case of absolute need, as the difficulty of — from it is so 
great. 

I presume the change could be effected by a simple order by the 
President of the Probate Court, who would by this effect a decided 
improvement without any trouble or expense or loss to anyone. 

une 9, 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 


Mortmarin—InTEREstT ry {LAND—ImpurE Prrsonatty—MortGaGE oF 
InTEREsT in Trust Fund INvEsTED oN MorrGace or Reat Estars.—On 
the 8th inst., the Court of Appeal, No. 2 (Baccatiay, Corton, and Fry, 
LJJ.), affirmed the decision of Pearson, J., in the case of Cornford v. 
Elliott (L. R. 27 Ch. D. 318, 28 Soxrcrrors’ Journnat, 579). The question 
was as to the validity of a bequest to charitable purposes. A testator 
bequeathed to charitable purposes the residue of pb part of his personal 
estate as could by law be so bequeathed. At the time of his death his 
personal estate consisted in part of a sum of £100, which was due to him 
on the security of a mortgage of the life estate of a lady in the income of a 
sum of £3,000, which was derived under the will of her father. The 
father’s will authorized the investment of the £3,000 on (among other 
securities) real security, and, atthe time when the mortgage of the life interest 
to the testator was executed, and at the time of his death, the £3,000 was 


invested in the names of the trustees of the father’s will on a mortgage of | R 


some freehold houses. Another part of the testator’s personal estate was 
a sum of £800, due to him on the security of a mortgage of the life interest 
of a widow lady in, and the interest in reversion t on her death of 
one of her two daughters in a moiety of, the funds subject to the trusts of 
her mother's marriage settlement. That settlement authorized the 
investment of the trust funds on (inter alia) real security, and, at the time 
of the execution of the mortgage to the testator, and at the time of his 
death, the greater part of the trust funds was invested in the names of 
trustees of the settlement on a mortgage of real estate. Another part of 
the testator’s personal estate was a sum of £200, due to him on the 
security of a mortgage of the same life interest of the same widow lady, 
and of the interest in reversion of her other daughter in the other moiety 
of the same trust funds. At the date of this mortgage to the testator, 
and at the time of his death, the greater part of the trust funds was 
invested in the names of the trustees of the settlement on a mo of 
real estate. The question was whether these three sums of £100, £800, 
and £200, respectively, were interests in land, and whether they could be 
legally —— by the testator to charitable objects. Pearson, J., 
held that the £100 could be so bequeathed, but that the other two sums 
could not. He said that, as the lady who mortgaged her life interest to 
the testator had simply a right to receive the income of the £3,000 
from the trustees of her father’s will, the testator could not, by means of 
foreclosure or otherwise, acquire any interest in the mo real 
estate. As to the sums of £800 and £200, his lordship sai t they 
must be considered together. The testator might possibly, by foreclosing 
both the mortgages, have become entitled to the trust funds in the state 
in which they then were, and thus have made himself the owner of the 
mortgaged trust funds in the condition of a mortgage of real estate. The 
appeal related only to the sums of £800 and £200. The Court or AprgaL 

ed the decision, on the ground that the to the testator 
really created an interest in land within the Statute of Charitable Uses. 
In the Court of Appeal a point was raised (which was not mentioned to 
Pearson, J.)—viz., that, inasmuch as the whole of the funds subject to 
the trusts of the settlement was not invested on real security, but only a 
part, there. ought to have been an apportionment in favour of the 
charities. The Court, on the authority of Brook v. Bradley (16 W. R. 947, 
L. R. 3 Ch. 672), held that there could not be an — — 
Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and Vernon R. Smith; Yate Lee. - Sortcrrors, 
Peacock § Goddard. 





Purrriox ror ApporntmeNt or New Trusrzzs—Existinc Power or 
AppormnTMENT—-STATEMENT IN PzriT1on.—In a case of In re Sutton, before 
the Court of Luziacy on the 8th inst., a petition, entitled in Lunacy and 
Chancery, was presented for the appointment of three new trustees of 
# marriage settlement, in place of a deceased trustee, a lunatic trustee, 
and a trustee who desired to retire. The petitioners were the husband 
and wife, who were tenants for life under the settlement, and the re- 

ents were the children of the marriage and the retiring trustee. 

e settlement gave the petitioners a power to appoint new trustees, but 
this fact was not stated in the petition. The court (Corron and Fry, L.JJ.) 
said that the petition ought to have stated the power, and that the 
petitioners did not desire to exercise it, and directed that the petition 
should be amended by inserting a statement to that effect. The court 





would not appoint new trustees when there was a power of appointment, 
unless the donee of the pow:r was unwilling to exercise it.—CounszL, 
E. B. Cooper; Fooks. Sourcrrons, F. 8. Randolph ; Mear § Fowler. 





Marrrep Woman—Jupement acarnst SzparaTe Estats—RE&TROsPECTIVE 
Errecr or Marrrep Women’s Property Act, 1882, s. 1, sun-sscrion 4, 
s. 19.—In a case of Turnbull v. Forman, before the Court of Appeal, 
No. 1, on the 10th inst., the question was as tothe form of the judgment 
to be made against the estate of a married woman in an action 
on a contract made — to the passing of Married Women’s 

> 


several 

note. The husband and wife were 1870, and by a 
settlement the defendant’s property was settled to her separate use 
life without power of anticipation. On April 30, 1885, the writ was 
issued in the present action on the promissory note. An 
by a master under ord. 14, r. 1, in what was stated to be the present 
common form, giving the — liberty to sign final judgment, the 
execution to be limited to the separate estate of the defendant not subject 
to any restraint on anticipation, unless, by section 19 of the Married 
Women’s Property Act, 1882, such should be liable to 
notwithstanding such restraint. The order was affirmed by Mathew, J., 
who, having regard to the two a. cases of Bursill v. Tanner 
32 W. R. 827, L. R. 13 Q. B. D. 691) and Conolan v. Leyland (L. R. 27 

. D. 682), gave the defendant leave to appeal direct to the Court of 
Appeal. On appeal, it was for the appellant that sec- 
tion 1, sub- on 4, of the Act of 1882 was not Ea 
and, therefore, that, according to Pike v. Fitzgibbon (29 W. R. 551, L. R. 17 
Ch. D. 454), the judgment should operate as a charge on such property 
as the defendant at the time when the promissory note was made, and 
as was free from any restraint on anticipation. A further point as to whether 
the Scotch law was not applicable was waived. For the respondent it 
was contended ba the —— * aon = Fi mad Da 
u ent should operate e separa property, no 
ony mera on anticipation. The court (Brerr, M.R., Baccattay an 
Bowen, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. Brerr, M.R., said that it was a well- 
known rule of construction that, unless there are clear words to the 
contrary, an Act of Parliament affecting rights is to be construed 
rospectively, and not as affecting rights acquired before the of the 
Act. Sub-section 4 of section 1 of the Act of 1882 clearly affected rights, 
for it decided that a person in whose favour a contract has been made has 
a greater right than the limited right given him by Pike v. Fitsgibbon. 
He considered that the decision in Conolan v. Leyland was correct, and that 
Bursill vy. Tanner, if supposed to be to the contrary, was incorrect. The 
effect of the former decision was that the order in the present case should 
be made as if the Act of 1882 had not been passed. Baccattay and Bowsn, 
L.JJ., were of the same opinion.—Counset, R. Wallace ; Cozens-Hardy, 
Q.C., and Channell. Soxicrrors, 7. White § Son ; Caister ¢ Shearman. 


Sax or Goops—Rxczret anpD ACCEPTANCE—STATUTE OF Fravups, 8. 17.—In 
the case of Page v. Morgan, before the Court of Appeal, No. 1, on the 10th 
inst., the question was as to what constitutes an acceptance within the 
meaning of section 17 of the Statute of Frauds. e action was to 
recover the price of certain wheat sold by sample in the Chelmsford 
market by the plaintiff to the defendant, and for the non- 
acceptance of the wheat. It appeared that the wheat, which was in 176 
sacks, was put into a barge and taken to the defendant’s mill. It was not 
the custom to examine wheat in barges, and some of the sacks were 
drawn up into the mill and examined by the defendant’s foreman, who 
said that the wheat was not equal to sample. The defendant then told 
the plaintiff that he would not take the wheat, and the sacks which had 
been received were eventually returned. At the trial, before Mr. Bulwer, 
QC., sitting as commissioner, at the jury found that the 
wheat was equal to sample, and the learned oner directed the 
jury, on the authority of Morton v. Tibbett (15 Q. B. 428) and Kibble v. 
Gough (38 L. T. 206), that, if the defendant received the sacks into the 
mili merely for the purpose of examining them to see if they were equal 
to sample, that constituted receipt and within the meaning of 
the Statute of Frauds. A verdict was given for £44 for damages for non- 
acceptance. Lord Coleridge, C.J., and Cave, J., having refused an order 
for anew trial on the ground of misdirection or to enter j 


⸗ 


the defendant, the defendant appealed. The court (Brerr, R., and 
Baceatiay and Bowsn, L.JJ. Tiemniased the appeal. Bnerr, M.R., said 
that the principles laid down in Kibble v. Gough were ble to the 


case. It was there decided that where goods are deli to and actual 
possession of them is taken by a man in such a way that a jury could 
think that he could not have done so honestly unless that he kne 

he hed made a contenct, tn supest Sf The. quate, ond. fies Coy 


e had a ee te see 
whether he would reject them as not being equal to sample, there 
was an acceptance which would satisfy the 
— goods, but took the sample in one hand and opened the 
bulk with the other, and examined the two —— It was — 
to come: So any ofan ecnetnmenn snes Sat Ree Saas Soe orks, Se - 
ant admitted that he had made a contract regard to the goods, and 
was examining them to see whether they were equal to sample in accord- 
ance with the contract ; and, there an actual receipt of the goods, 
that was all that was necessary to entitle the jury to say that the defendant 
had accepted the so as to satisfy the statute. Baceattay and 
Bowszn, L.JJ., were of the same opinion.—Counszt, Murphy, Q.C., and 
Morton ; Philbrick, Q.C., and R. V. Williams. Soxrrcrrors, Duffield § Bruty ; 
Clapham § Fitch. : 
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— Company — Wixpinc up — Baitance OrnpER— 
ss. 75, 76, 102, 103, 105—Gsnenat Onpsr, 
LE 3, rorm 39.—In a case of The International 
Marine Hydropathic Company v. Hawes, before the Court of Appeal, No. 2, on 
the 5th inst., there was a question as to the right of an executor to retain 
a debt of his own as against the claim of the official liquidator of a 
, of which the testator was a contributory, in respect of a 
made against the executors. " Section 75 of the Com- 

1862, provides that the liability of a contributory shall be 
to create adebt in the nature of a specialty. 
representatives, heirs, and devisees of a deceased con- 

‘shall be liable in a due course of administration to contribute 
to the assets of the company in discharge of the liability of such deceased 
, and such personal representatives, heirs, and devisees shall 
be.contributories accordingly.’’ 
** make calls on, and order 
By section 105, “ 


Execyror—RetarnzR 
Compantes Act, 1862, 
Novemssr, 1862, scuepv 


i 


Section 76 provides 


By section 102 the court is 
yment thereof by, all or any of 
any person made a contributory, 
tative of a deceased contributory, makes default in 
» proceedings may be taken for 
the personal and real estates of such deceased contributory, 
i ent thereout of the moneys due.’’ 
been settled on the list of contributories of a com- 
been ordered to be wound up. A call was made, and an 
testator to pay £225 in respect of the call. 
w of the death of the testator till after this 
On the 11th of October the liquidator commenced 
inst the executors to adminis- 

testator’s estate. On the 16th of October a balance order in 
the call was made on the executors. The order, which was 
form No. 39 in schedule 3 to the General Order of Novem- 
ordered the executors (by name) of J. H. (the testator), a con- 
tributory of the company, on or before the 28th of October, or within 
after service, ‘‘to pay to the liquidator the sum of £225 out of 
d. H. in their hands as such legal personal representatives as 
administered in a due course of administration, if the 
have in their hands so much to be administered.”” On the 
October H., one of the executors, gave the liquidator notice that 
to retain £306 10s. out of the assets, the testator’s estate 
. This claim was made in respect of a mortgage debt due 
to three persons (of whom H. was one) as trustees, the 
i i and having proved insufficient. 

by his certificate in the action disallowed H. the £306 10s., 
-C., affirmed the decision, holding that, the claim to retain 
been asserted before the balance order was made, it was the 
to obey that order after it had been made. 
Corrtox, Bowzn, and Fry, L.JJ.) reversed the decision, and 
im to retain. On behalf of the liquidator, it was 

the balance order had the effect of a judgment against the 
i him to priority over the debt due to the executors, 
gree. Corron, L.J., said that, independently 
executor would clearly have had a right of 
the liquidator, though he was not a creditor of 


But the balance order was only an order to 
of the testator “‘in a due course of administration.”’ 
had obtained judgment against the executors, 
te pay out of the assets of the 
on that judgment, 
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Hvssanp and Wire—SepikitioN D 
TRUSTEES TO PAY FoR MAmnTENANCE AND 
or Curip TO ENFORCE PERFORMANCE OF CovENANT.—In a@ case of 
Gandy, before the Court of Appes 
question arose as to the right of a child to enforce 
ormance of a covenant, entered into by him with the trustees of a 


tio 


had not been made. In this point of view it 
ogous to an administration d 
did not affect priorities. And he 
order, having regard to the nature o 
could not have resisted the making 
fully admininistered or had retained 
him would have beet, Your fights 
only a step towards an 
that an administration ju 
of retainer, and an order w ‘ 
judgment could not do so.—CounskEL, 
Millar, Q.C., and 8. Hall. Sotrcrrons, B 
Englefield, $ Co. 
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m between himself and his wife, that he would pay the 


maintenance and education of some of the children of the 


of the deed, and if the wife s 
subject to'the due performance 
hi 


The deed contained a recital that the husband and wife had 
agreed to live separately from each other, and by it the husband cove- 
nanted with the trustees (inter alia) that he would, during the continuance 
id survive him, then, during hér life, 
the covenants therein contained, pay to 
trustees, for the use of the wife and her daughters, other than_ the 


daughters, the annual sum of £252, and, further, that he 
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and his lordship thought that the a ought to be allowed to stand 
over to give the plaintiff an opportunity of seeing whether she could induce 
the trustees to allow their names to be used as . Bowen, L.J., 
said that, at law, no doubt, as a general rule, a contract by one person with 
another, that the first would do something for the benefit of a stranger, 
could not be enforced by the stranger. But, if the true intent and 
effect of the separation deed was to give the children a beneficial right to 
have the covenant performed, and a right to call upon the trustees to 
enforce the ‘ormance, the plaintiff would be outside the common law 
doctrine, would be entitled to enforce the covenant. But he agreed, 
with Cotton, L.J., that the yo children took no beneficial interest 
under the deed. Fry, L.J., said that the substantial question was whether 
the trustees were trustees of the father’s covenant for the plaintiff, and to 
answer that question the whole of the deed must be looked at. The 
trustees were intrusted with considerable authority over the yernget 
children, and, if they had some responsibility, had also some dis- 
eretion. He thought they could not be compelled to send the younger 
children to any school which they thought would not be for their benefit. 
The covenant of the father was not a simple covenant to pay money; it 
was contingent on certain acts being done by the trustees, they had a 
discretion as to enforcing it. His 1 that in its present form 
the action could not succeed, but he thought that liberty to amend should 
be given.—Counsrt, Marten, Q.C., Davey, Q.0., amd Ingle Joyce; 
Hemminga, Q.C., and Roger Gaskell. Soxzcrrons, Gregory, Roweliffes, § Co. ; 
W. ¢ A. Ranken Ford. 





Exzcvtror—Reramger—Execurors or Deckasep Execvror.—In 2 case of 
Forton v. Compton, before the Court of A No. 2, on the 9th inst., a 
question afosé as to aft executor’s right of retainer. By a marriage 
settlement, executed in 1872, the husband covenanted to assign to the 
trustees of the settlement, to be held by them on the trusts therein 
declared [for the benefit of the wife and the issue of the marriage, a 
— of assurance for £1,500 on his own life. The husband died in 

881, without having ormed the covenant. He appointed his wife and 
another person executors of his will, and in the first instance the wife 
alone —— the will. There were no issue of the marriage, and conse- 
quently the wife became, under the trusts of the settlement, absolutely 
entitled to wah age The action was brought by a creditor to admin- 
ister the estate of the husband, the wife being the defendant, and she 
(having previously rele the trustees of the settlement) claimed to 
prove in the actidn against the estate of her htisband for £1,500, the value 
of the policy, and to be entitled to retain that amount out of the assets in 
priority. She died in 1882, and the other executor of her husband’s will 
then proved the will. The executors of the wife claimed the right of 
retainer which she had asserted in her lifetime. Pearson, J., held (28 
Sorrcrrors’ Journat, 534), as he held in Wilson v. Coxwell (27 Soxicrrors’ 
Journar, 484, L. R. 23 Ch. D: 764), that, inasmuch as the wife had 
claimed the right of retainer during her life, her executors were, on behalf 
of her estate, entitled to the benefit of the claim, though they did not 
tepresent the estate of the husband, there being a survi executor of 
his will, and that Hopton v. Dryden (Prec. in Chancery, 179) vee a 
And his lordship ordered that the executors of the wife were acc 8 
entitled to priority over the other creditors of the husband in respect of 
the £1,500. The Court of A (Corron, Lixpizy, and Fry, L.JJ.) 
disapproved of the decision in Wilson v. Coxweil, and were of opinion 
that, under such circumstances, the executors of the wife could 


paid e 

Corrox, L.J., eaid the foundation of the right of retainer was that an 
executor, who was also a creditor of the testator, having assets of the 
testator in his hands and not able to sue himself, ought not to be in a 
worse position than any other itor who was able to sue the executor. 
The right of retainer ied to assets which the executor had in his hands, 
and it extended also to assets which were paid into court by a debtor to the 
estate, instead of being paid direct to the executor. In the case of assets 
in after the death of an executor, who left another executor surviving 
im, the foundation of the 


ct ny Repay ety ad Witson v: Coxwell. If in that case 
in during the life of the deceased executrix, the 
that he could follow that decision; otherwise he 
could not. It had been urged in the present case that there could be no 
tight of retainer at all, because there was no debt, but only i 
recover d for the breach of the testator’s covenant, the 
damages had liquidated. But tho’ the claim was for 
there was a certain meakure for them. amount of the damages was 
not arbitrary, as in a case of tort, but was equal to the amount of the policy. 
Loane v. Casey (2 W. Bl. 965) was an authority that in such a case there 
was a right of retainer. Linpury, L.J., concurred. He said that Hopton 
¥. Dryden had been followed until Wilson v. Coxwelt, On the facts as they 
a in the re he thought that the decision in Wilson v. Coxwel! was 
ng. Fry, L.J., said that the deceased executrix had a right of 
retainer, and if she had retained no declaration of 4pnority would be 


n . The right of retainer did not exist in the case of the executor 
of an executor who was not also the exeoutor of the —* and 
uw two 


had no right to receive his assets, In such a case 
charactere—exeoutor and creditor—which was the foundation of the right 
of retainer, did not exist.—Counent, Cocens-Herdy, Q.0., and ; 
Bveritt, Q:0., and Seward Brice, Borrcrrons, Cave ¢ Bon; R. FP. Parker ¢ 





Wodehouse v. Wodeh , betane the Const of Agosel, Mo. % cae 1 
inst., the question arose what is ‘‘cruelty,’”’ in a. sense, 
justify the court in decreeing a — between a husban 
and wife at the suit of the wife. 


o scene P was 

by the wife, but she relied on conduct on the part of the hx 

was said to ameunt to ‘‘ moral” cruelty. The act mainly on 
that on one occasion the husband, when his wife was in deli 

and confined to her ped, bad ordered his servants not to attend on her, 
and vot to supply her with any food, and had Oh srey Sek be 
out leaving her any money. After this the 


wife her bh 
house. Hannen, P., held that legal cruelty not been proved, th 
Court of te em (Corton, Lixpiey, ate E33) med the 
Corron, L.J., said that in such a case it was not n prove 
injury to the health of the wife. If the court —— * that 
had been a course of conduct on the part of notype —— 


4 no there 
several acts of cruelty, yet, if there were only one or two, they 
of such a nature as to induce the court to conclude that, if the cohabita- 
tion continued, there would be a course of conduct on the of the 
finposstble to aveld speaking’ in the strongest language of xy tai whe, 

ssible to avi in the 

vintover cause he might have to complain of his wife, should act in 

a way as the respondent had in his servants not to supply his 

with food. —*——— unjustifiable and brutal were the orders 

he then gave, ordship’s opinion there no 

bility that, if the cohabitation continued, 

he then did. His lordship did not think that the 

injured. No doubt if such conduct had continued 

injurious to her health. It was not n that 
of the husband; but, if there 

e’s health, the court must be 


by the husband which would be injurious to her 
was of the same opinion. The evidence showed 
behaved to his wife in a manner unkind and 
But his lordship did not think that the 
that he intended to starve her, or that, if she 
him, he would have done so. Fry, L.J., 
allow its sympathy with the wife to carry them 
landmarks of the law.- Cruelty must not be 
uarrels. To entitle the court to interfere 
that continued cohabitation would be either 
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injury to the health of the wife.—Co Dr. Deane, Q.C., Sir H. Giffard, 
Q.C . and John Ogle ; Inderwick, Q.C., Mattinson. Soxicrrors, J. J. 


Cridiind ; Andrew, Wood, § Glasier. 





InrANT—MAINTENANCE—ORDER ON TRUSTEES—JURISDICTION oN ScuMoNs. 


oe aaeee 8 Pees er See 
tenance and education of the infant her minority. cc. 
upon a summons taken out by the infant, by a next friend, entitled in 
the matter of the infant, ordered the trustees to pay a part of the income 
to her father during her minority for her maintenance and education. The 
pee ee —— the court could overrule the discretion of the 
trustees, who clined, to make so large an allowance. 
a this point, the court (Corron, Lixprey, and Far, L.JJ.) dis- 
the order of the n the ground that 


its manana, Se there was no jurisdiction to make an ad- 
ministration order against the trustees or any person. 
case of a contempt of court. The order which wes made by 
Chancellor could only be made in an action constituted 

or an originating summons. Liptay and Far, LJJ., — 
Counset, Hemming, Q.C., and Vennell ; are BC. and Bardswell. 
Soxrcrrors, J. J. ¢ C. J. Allen; Jaques, Layton, $ 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE, 


Wirt—Prrsoxa pestonata— Lacacy to Wire SUBSEQUENTLY 
—In the case of Nelson v. Morice, before Chitty, J., on the 9th inst., 
question arose as to whether a legacy R a testator to his wife 
rendered void by her subsequent divorcee. It ee that the 
had by his will a ted his wife guardian of his children 
widowhood, bequ a legacy of £200 for her immediate 

d to his said wife within one calendar month after his 

ueathed to her a life interest in his residuary 
hood. The testator’s wife —F after the date 
the testator, and during bis : 
divorce suit. Very = after the testator’s 
legacy of £200 was 
husband, Currry, J., said 
testator’s death was certainly not his widow, it was 
at the date of the will she his 
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Husbanp any Wire—Jvpicran Sa#ranatton—Cavatry. — In a case of 
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was a gift to the person who Milled the 
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wh‘ch the description of the person described as wife was to be ascer- 
tained. That date was the date of the will, and not that of the 
eeath. The question was covered by the case of In re Boddington, 
Boddington v. Clariat (31 W. R. 449, L. R. 22 Ch. D. 597). Moreover, the 
legacy of £200 was by the will itself distinguished from the life interest 
given in the residue, and from the appointment of guardian, for the life 
interest yr peepee were limited during widowhood, whereas the 
—1 of £200 was subject to no limitation. The trustee in bankruptcy 

the second husband was entitled to receive the legacy.—CovunszEL, 
Joseph Beaumont ; Hadley ; Macnaghten, Q.C., and Dunham; Warrington. 
Sourcrrors, Linklaters ; Ochme § Summerhays ; Walker § Whitfield; C. P. 
Pritchard § Marshali. 





Trave-Mark —ReoistraTion—Trave-Marks Act, 1883.—In In re Sone 
$ Fleming Manufacturing Company’s Trade-Mark, which came before Kay, 
J., on the 3rd inst., a question arose whether the applicants, who were 
the registered owners of a trade-mark in America, were entitled to register 
their trade-mark in England, —— its similarity to a trade- 
mark already on the register for the same class of goods. In 1881 the 
— registered in New York several trade-marks for illuminating 

, including one called the ‘‘ White Rose.“ On the 2ist of November, 
1884, an application (No. 41020) was lodged at the Patent Office on behalf 
of the applicants to register the above marksin England. The Comptroller 
of Trade-Marks declined to register the ‘‘ White Rose,’’ on the ground of 
its similarity to another trade-mark (No. 12952), registered in 1877 by 
R. & Co., oil merchants, of Exeter, for goods of the same description. 
The applicants appealed to the Board of Trade, and the Board referred 
the matter to the court under section 62 of the Trade-Marks Act, 1883. 
The essential features of the applicants’ trade-mark were the words 
** White Rose,’”’ and the representation of a rose under a semi-circle 
formed by those words. R. & Co.’s trade-mark consisted of a circle 
containing the words ‘‘ Rosaline Oil”’ printed horizontally, with a repre- 
sentation of a rose both above and below the words, and in each of the 
four quarters of the circle there was a monogram. Evidence was adduced 
to show that the applicants sent large quantities of oil to England, and 
that their trade-mark was known in England before 1875. R. & Co. did 
not appear upon the summons, but they wrote to the comptroller objecting 
to the application. Kay, J., said that, if the mark of the applicants were 
a new mark, he should not have allowed it to be registered: but, inasmuch 
as the “‘Rosaline’”’ mark was not registered until 1878, whereas the 
‘* White Rose’’ mark was known in the trade in England before 1875, 
he thought it would be a hardship to compel the applicants to change 
their mark after their goods had become known to Fi public, because 
somebody else had subsequently placed a similar mark upon the register. 
His lordship directed the registration to be proceeded with, upon the 
footing of the mark being an old mark.—Covnset, E. 8. Ford ; Stirling. 
Souicrrors, Basil E. Greenwood ; Solicitor to the Board of Trade. 





Practice—Mortcace—Orper ror Sare—Converancinc anp Law or 
Prorgety Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vicr. c. 41), s. 25.—In a case of Green v. 
Biggs, which was an action for foreclosure or sale, and which came on 
before Kay, J., on the 8th inst., upon motion for judgment in default of 
appearance, the point was as to whether any and what time should be 
given to the mortgagor to redeem, notwithstan default of appearance, 
a speedy sale of the property being pressed for. There was no cvidence 
of the property comprised in the charge being insufficient for the payment 
of the amount due underit. Kay, J., directed that the sale 8* then 

, under the Conveyancing Act, 1881, s. 25, sub-section 2, of so 
much of the property charged as should be sufficient to satisfy what 
should be found due to the mo ee, should not take place for three 
months after the date of the chief clerk’s certificate, which should find 
the amount due to the mortgagee, although he was asked to order the 
sale to be made immediately after the certificate on the authority of Wade 
P Wilem (L. BR. 22 Ch. D. 235).—Counszr, Mulligan. Sorictron, Wm. 





CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 
Hicu Court or Justice—QvurEn’s Bencu Division. 
(Before Grove and Denman, JJ.) 
Dec. 8.—In the Matter of A Solicitor, Ez parte Spence and another, 


Executors. 

‘I his was an application calling upon Mr. Joseph Scott, a solicitor, to 
show cause why he should not be struck off the rolls. The case had been 
aAjourned several times in order that the solicitor might have an oppor- 
tunity of giving his version of the matters complained of by the appli- 
cants. In January last they had instructed him to obtain probate of the 
will of one Charies Spence, deceased, and, on the 16th of that month, had 
given him a cheque for £200 for the expenses of the probate. This ue 


had been by Mr. Joseph Scott on the fol day, but he 
not to have taken any towards obtaining the probate, though 
he to the executors that he had done so, writing to them, 


first on 2th of January, and subsequently on the 11th of February, 
that the probate would be ready on the following days. Eventually, the 
executors had gone to Somerset House, and, in answer to their inquiries, 
had been informed that no papers in the matter had been left there. As 


were unable to see Mr. J. Scott, they had instructed another solicitor | of 
—* 


from him the retarn of their and the £200. As this 
slicitor wuld obtain neither for them, they instructed him to serve a 
notice of the present motion on Mr. Scott, who had, on the morning of the 





return of the summons, sent back the pa) pen AP gy 
back £50, and, after an adjournment of the case, £50 more to them. Just 
before the case had again come on for hearing one day last week he had 
further re the remaining £100. From the correspondence between 
the second solicitor for the — and Mr. Scott, it appeared that 
they had several times consented to give him time to find the money, and 
had not pressed on this motion. 

Fullarton appeared for the applicants ; and Palmer was for the solicitor. 

Palmer, in addressing the court on behalf of Mr. J. Scott, read an 
affidavit, sworn by him, in which he denied that he had received the money 
from the applicants for the specific p of the probate, and stated 
that the money had been used by him for payments which he had been 
called _ to make in the conduct of his general business. He further 
stated that he had always intended to repay the £200 as soon as he should 
be able to do so, and that he had now already done it. The learned counsel 
asked the court to deal leniently with the solicitor, against whom, 
though he had been in practice for over twenty years, there had never 
—* he 4 previous complaint as to the manner in which he had conducted 


ess. 
Grove, J., in giving j udgment, said that he had entertained doubt 
whether the court could inflict any less severe punishment on the solicitor 
than that of striking him off the rolls. His affidavit was no answer to 
the charges made against him, but at the same time it was clear that the 
applicants had only been concerned to back their money from him. 

e (the learned judge) wished that the Incorporated Law Society had 
been represented in the case, and supposed that this would have been the 
case had any previous complaints of Mr. Scott’s professional conduct 
been brought to their knowledge. Loo! at all the circumstances of 
the case, the court felt bound to order that Mr. Scott should be suspended 
from practising as a solicitor for three years. 

Denman, J., concurred. 

a court refused to order the solicitor to pay the costs of the motion. 
—Times. 








SOCIETIES. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


The twenty-fifth anniversary festival in aid of the funds of the Solici- 
tors’ Benevolent Association was held at the Star and Garter Hotel, 
Richmond, on Wednesday evening, under the presidency of Mr. Joun 
Hottams. About ninety gentlemen were present. 

The association, instituted in 1858, is composed of solicitors practising 
(at the period of their admission as members) in England or Wales. Its 
objects are to relieve, either by donations or annuities, necessitous mem- 
bers and their wives, and the necessitous widows and families of deceased 
members, and, in special cases, the ents or collateral relations of 
deceased mem ; and, secondly, such necessitous persons as are, or 
have been, attorneys, solicitors, or rs, and have not been members, 
and their wives and families, and the necessitous widows and families of 
deceased attorneys, solicitors, or proctors who were not members of the 
association at the time of th decease. The board ventured to 
request the co-operation of their professional brethren in all part: 
country in increasing the resources of the association. Between 600 and 700 
cases have been assisted from it, and a sum of £30,657 5s. has been granted 
in relief. Many of the applicants who continue in necessitous circum- 
stances receive annual gratuities. A strict inquiry is made into the merits 
of each case. The sum of £2,997 10s. was ed last year in relief. 

The Cuareman, who was received with lo emg having, in a few 
——- words, the health of the » which was received 
with the customary enthusiasm, gave the toast of ‘‘The Bench and the 
Bar.” He said that all Englishmen were proud of her —22 judges, 
but it was only lawyers—those only who were in the habit of practising 
before them—who could fully comprehend the way in which they dis- 
charged their duties. They knew how arduous these duties were. They 
saw the judge on one occasion tried as human nature must be tried 
bya t hopeless argument on some question of law or fact, 
and they could imagine that that must be no ht trial. Another da: 
the judge had the anxious * pe pm upon sone practically, 
not nominally, the issues of life death very much in his hand. 
Another day he had to guard that which was dearer than life itself to 

me—the reputation and character of those who were before them. 
Again, they saw the judge called upon to lay down principles of law for 
the guidance of future generations, and, in t day, he thought 

more e judge seemed prac- 
expected, not merely to give his j mnt and express 
his opinion, but to write a treatise upon the law, and, although 
no one would probably desire to return to the old system of terms 
i see that recent involved an im- 
mense addition to the duties of the judges. ey had to-night the 
presence of a very distinguished member of the judicial bench. He 
might take the liberty of —* he had had the pleasure of knowin 
Mr. Justice Mathew from commencement of his professio 
career. Probably no man ever had it fall to his lot, when at the bar, 
to have business of so —— intricate, important, and diffi- 
cult kind, and he ven to say, without the htest fear 
contradiction, that no man ever performed his duties at the bar more 
zealously, more ably, or more to advantage of those who had the 
of hie . They knew with what intense satisfaction his 
appointment to the judicial bench had been received, and they all knew 
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that nothing had occurred, and he was sure nothing would occur, to 
lessen that feeling of satisfaction. It was unn for him, in such a 
company, to dwe}l upon the services of the bar. They appealed to the 
bar constantly to assert and maintain or advise upon the interests of their 
clients. The labours of the bar, like the labours of the judges, had 
greatly increased in recent times. It seemed to him that, when any 
question of difficulty on law arose, counsel was now not cnly expected to 
refer and look up what had ever been said by any English j upon the 
subject, or in any way bearing upon the subject, but he was expected 
to refer to what American lawyers had said, and constantly also to forei 
jurists. If they went on without any attempt at an amendment of the 
law in the shape of codification, or something of the kind, it seemed to 
him that before long they would want, not libraries, but warehouses, for 
their books. They were honoured that evening with the presence of some 
distinguished members of the bar, all of whom were known to them, and 
there was no more distinguished member, none more worthily known, 
than their friend Mr. Napier Higgins. 

Mr. Justice Maruew, who was received with loud cheering, responded 
for the bench, first expressing his sympathy with the objects which 
had led the solicitors to form this association. The chairman had said 
more than the usual flattering things of the bench, and, ordinarily, 
he confessed that, in responding to such a toast, he felt extremely uneasy. 
But, in the presenve of such an assembly as this, he felt more at his ease, 
because, if any.of the kind things which had been said were deserved, the 
solicitors were fully entitled to share in the honours of the occasion. As 
they all knew, the man who was appointed a judge had previously been 
in the position of a hard-worked barrister, and the gentlemen who 
appointed the hard-worked barristers were those whom he saw around him. 
When he heard that there was a fear that the bench might fail any 
longer to exhibit the qualities of mind and character the country was so 
proud of, he did not feel very despondent, because, when they failed, 
other professions would begin to fail, and he had no fear about that. He 
was extremely glad to be aware of the existence of this valuable associa- 
tion. It was a little older, but not much, than the kindred institution 
recently established at the bar, and that institution was not established 
without some difficulty, because there was an impression that it was 
rather derogatory to a great profession to admit that there could be such 
a thing as disappointment and disaster amongst its members. He dare 
say that impression might have retarded the formation of the Solicitors’ 
Benevolent Association. Lawyers appeared tu think that they were an 
exception to the general rule, and that the great saying, ‘‘ The r you 
have always with you,’’ should be read with an exception in favour of 
that class most iavoured by Providence—the lawyers. Many instances, 
he was sure, had taught them the contrary, and he recollected, shortly 
after the formation of the Barristers’ {B2nevolent Association, that 
an instance occurred which did more to help that association than all the 
oratory of the members of the bar. On the first occasion of their meeting 
in the Middle Temple Hall, they heard that there was a member of their 
—2— whom they all knew, who was in despair because he had 

en informed that he must go to the workhouse to die. In the old 
times he would have gone to the workhouse, and no one would have 
known anything more about him; but the association were able to step in 
and soothe the poor creature’s end. This had done more for them than 
all the eo rane of the great dignitaries of the bench who had been 
kind enough to come and assist them from time to time. 

Mr. J. Naprer Hicerns, Q.0., returned thanks for the bar. He said the 
election to the bench in this country differed from continental countries 
throughout Europe. In other countries men were bred and brought u 
to the bench, starting as judges. They commenced as inferior judges, an 
after perhaps forty years became judges of the Court of Cassation. They 
might never have rubbed skirts with their brethren—never come into con- 
tact with the real business fight of life, and might know nothing of the 
desires and the wants of those who had to do the real work of litigation— 
and might acquire the highest position without that sort of q' cation 
which was necessary in this country, where men, before they could get to 
the bench, had to fight their way amongst the ranks of ar teal. 
Every man before he got to the bench to show what he was made of, 
and it was one of the proudest distinctions of the bench, at the t 
moment, that there was not a single man upon the bench of whom an 
appreciable number cf his coun en would say he ought not to be there. 
1t spoke also well for the bar that one never heard an unkindly word 
spoken of a man who had been raised, but they were all ready generously 
to acknowledge his merits. This was never more true of anyone than of 
Mr. Justice Mathew. He (Mr. Higgins) might say on behalf of the bar — 
notwithstanding the many tc which had taken place, follo 
by what’were called general orders rules with a vast number of clauses 
and sub-clauses, and which would require not only a warehouse, but 
a whole pandemonium of warehouses to contain the books which t be 
written on them—notwithstanding all these disastrous changes the bar 
had endeavoured to do their duty faith , and that was ized 
by the profession. He had been at the festivals of the association 
and had for years been aware of their benevolent exertions. He ho 
the association would live and flourish and be the occasion year after year 
of bringing together members of both branches of the ession, and also 
members of judicial bench, and that these might be occasions of kindly 
fellowship iu addition to promoting the object for which the associa- 
tion was instituted. 

The Onarmman next gave the toast of ‘‘ The Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Association, and may prosperity continue to attend it.“ He said: I 
should have been glad if the task of pro this toast had fallon to 
more competent hands, but your directors were enough to ask me to 
take tho chair, and I felt I should be a bad example if I declined. 
As you are aware, it was for some timé the practice of your d to 


upon these occasions. 
tive, and in that it was pa poses to the society. But 

believe your directors felt that probably if one of the body of solicitors 
was to take the chair he might be expected, in other ways than a public 


man could do, to endeavour to promote the interests of the institution. 
As this was a solicitors’ body, not seeking e aid, it might, 

well be thought that we ought to discharge all duties ap i to it, 
and that we ought to receive as guests those visitors who so kindly 

us with their sympathy and company on these occasions, without asking 
them to discharge the duties properly belonging to ourselves. Itisa 
great satisfaction to know that the toast I have to propose requires no 
advocacy at my hands, because the circumstance of your being here 
shows the interest you take in this society, and that you ackno the 
duty of supporting it. This society, as are aware, was in 
the year 1858, and its objects are to we necessitous members of the 
profession, their wives families, without limit to those who have been 
subscribers to this iety. I cannot conceive anything more beneficial, 
or more desirable, or, I may say, more necessary. It would be odd 
indeed if a profession so precarious as our own were without such an 
i i that there are such societies happily for all 


classes in . eae Say a 


creet ; or, it may be, more than i * 
ning, but, fortunately, it has made considerable progress. It is on 
such occasions as these to adopt a congratulatory tone, 3 
pleasant to adopt such a tone, ially if, in so di , it seems to reflect 
somewhat favourably upon ovrselves. You will on me if I rather 
take the other view to-night. I do not think that we may view the 
with unmixed ——. I find, according to my calculation, 
only about one- of the whole body of solicitors contribute to the funds 
of this institution, and if my calculation is it, the average contribu- 
tion is about four shillings per head. Now, I do not think, and I do not 
believe, any one in the room will consider that that is satisfactory. A 
reat deal -of has been done, but the question is, whether a great 
eal more ought not to be done. Com are said to be objection- 
able. I have referred to the efforts of two or three other bodies 
which may be said to be somewhat kindred to the association. I 
find that the actors collect a great deal more than we do, the com- 
merciai travellers very much more; the farmers, notwithstanding 
agricultural distress, four times as much as we do. Since I have been in 
the room, a friend has reminded me that there are 1,600 members of the 
Stock Exchange, and they —— between £5,000 and £6,000 
for distressed members. I think ought to make us consider whether 
we are not called upon to do more than we have done. I do believe that 
much arises from this society not being sufficiently known, and I am 
encouraged in that belief because, since I was requested to take the chair, 
I have availed myself somewhat —* the 
cating with my professional friends an 
calling their attention t» the society, and I do desire to 
warmest possible manner, my 
with to these appeals. In reply to many of them I have received letters 
stating, ‘‘I reall did not know the 
very happy to su be.” I think we ought to make an 
end to that state of things and to take care that those who are open to 
the reproach of not contributing to the funds shall at least have their 


supposed that in what I have said I am imputing to the founders and 
directors of this society, who have dane such good service, thut they have 
been in the slightest degree lax in their duties, which they have so 

undertaken. ey have, beyond all doubt, laboured without fee or 
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As you are aware, there is another society, 
we alk or almost all, of us take an interest ; but its operations 
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to the A I do think that it would be a great advantage to both 
societies y were amalgamated. There is such a thing as falling to 
the between two stools, and I am by no means sure that the cause of 

i does not suffer instead of gain by the existence of the two societies, 
and I do hope this question of amalgamation will receive careful attention. 
I can only ask you to support your directors to enlarge the sphere of 
usefulness of this society. I think that having placed your directors in 
the position you have, you are bound to do what you can to enable them 
to render assistance; you are bound to aid them if you can, to deliver the 
poor when he crieth, the needy also, and him that is in want. Each 
man must judge for himself what he can do. Some may without incon- 
venience contribute more pecuniary aid than they have hitherto done. 
Many who cannot conveniently do that may, beyond all question, promote 
the interests of the society by taking a little trouble. Each man must 
answer to himself, and for himself, as to whathe can do. I will conclude 
by asking you to apply to this subject, and by quoting language which is 
familiar to us all “fanguage which conveys the best of guides on this or 
any other subject, and I venture to think is peculiarly applicable to us 
in ee al of our everyday duties. I venture to say, remember this 

ve all— 


“To thine own self be true, 
And it must follow, as the night the day, 
Thou canst not thus be false to any man.” 


I give you the toast of ‘‘ The Solicitors’ Benevolent Association.’’ 
e toast was drunk upstanding, and with three times three. 

The SzcrErakxy announced donations and subscriptions amounting to 
nearly £2,200, and amongst these was the sum of £1,000 from the chairman. 
and £50 from Mr. John Clayton. Leaving out the chairman’s splendid 
donation, the sum received was larger than on any previous occasion. 

The announcement of the chairman’s donation was received with long- 
continued cheering. . 

Mr, J. Anpgrson Rosse (deputy-chairman) next proposed the health of 
the chairman of the evening. He spoke in eulogistic terms of his efforts 
on behalf of the association, and referred to the munificent donation he 
had made to the funds. As a director, he (Mr, Rose) was brought into 
contact with an enormous number of cases of distress, and he thought 
mgst solicitors than in any other pro- 
fession or business. In none other did he believe that there were so large 
a number who were in want, and required assistance. He urged very 
earnestly the claims of the association. 

Mr. Ricnarp Pznnincton said he had peculiar pleasure in submitting 
the health of ‘‘ The Visitors,’”’ because there were so many present who 
were distinguished in the profession, and their presence showed that they 
were acquainted with, and approved of, the objects of the charity. The 

i ded to a pat extent upon the visitors, because, of 
it derived assistance from them as well as from the general body 
of solicitors. He had received a letter from the Attorney-General, ex- 
pressing his regret that public duties kept him away. The Attorney- 

had enclosed a donation of twenty guineas. He regretted 
——— the more so because on the last 


F 


occasion on which a member 

eee over the anniversary festival, the Attorney-General 
i chair, and had made one of the most eloquent appeals to 

i ) had ever listened. They had had a very 
and a very excellent dinner, but he could tell them 
a director of the association, of members of the profession who 
a dinner, and of some who never got a dinner at all. What 
stagnation in land, stagnation in trade, repeated Acts of Parliament, 
orders of court, which made one shudder, none of them 
they might require the assistance of the association, 
the solicitors to bear in mind the claims of the society 
out of season, and to bring to it, not only their generous, 
usiastic support. 
Mr. R. T. Rew, Q.C., M.P., having acknowledged the compliment in a 
2 sentences, the p , ey arg nie we 

part songs were sung during dessert r. W. Coward, Mr. 

T. Coates, Mr. Dalzell, and Mr. R. Winn. 


2 
ẽ 
E 


y 


7 


cEPEBEEE 
ie 
J 


THE BAR COMMITTEE, 


the recent election Messrs. —* Beaumont, T. Northmore Law* 
T. C. Hedderwick, and Olaude y retired from the commit~ 
, and Mesers. Decimus Sturges, W. W. Knox, E. L. Levett, and H. F. 


i 
| 


R 
F 


general meeting of the bar, held on the first Saturday in 
1884, Messrs. R. Henn-Collins, Q.C., W. R. Kennedy, 
ell retired from your committee, and Messrs. H. B. 
M. Channell, and J, W. Dunning were elected in their place. 
Sturges, W. Worsley Knox, and L. E. Levett were also 
but in order to avoid a contest and to preserve the propor- 
chancery and the common law mem of the commit- 
entlemen withdrew theie names as candidates. During the 
Wills retired from your committee on his being a ted 
"s judges, and im accordance with rule 16 your com- 

. RK. Henn-Collins, Q.C., in his place: Mr. W. B. 
ceased to be a member of your committee on his retiring 
the bar, and Mr. H. H. Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., was 
; and Mr. W. CO. Smyly was ted to fill the 
the death of Mr. E. Thurston Holland. At the first 
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ointed treasurer, and Mr. Lofthouse was re-appointed honorary . 
The first annual statement of your committee, presented to the bar G 
June of last year, stated that your committee by their chairman had pre- 
sented a petition to the House of Commons agains’ the Royal Co of 
Justice Bill, then before Parliament, by which it was proposed to charge a 
yearly sum of £17,500 for the rent of the courts, in addition to the 
general — of the courts and offices, upon the court fees paid by 
suitors. Your committee adopted a very able and elaborate report on the 
subject x ag fees, made wi : ——8 to oe a and drawn 
u their patliamentary sub-committee. This repo uae Seat 
2 members of the House of Commons, with the result that the Bill 
did not pass, aid the suitors have thus been saved this large additional 
tax. In addition to numerous subjects which have from time time been 
brought before your committee, sub-committees have been appointed 
during the year to inquire into and report to your committee on the 
following questions :— : 

No. 1. The Revision of the Rules and Bye-laws of the. Commitiee.—This sub- 
committee have suggested certain alterations in the rules, which have 
been adopted by your committee, and which will be submitted for the 
approval of the general meeting of the bar, to be held on the first Saturday 
id Trinity Sittings of the present year. 

No. 2. Motions in the Chancery Division.—A communication having been 
received from the Incorporated Law Society, U.K., stating that the 
interest of suitors and the convenience of the profession require that the 

ractice which obtains in all the other divisions of the High Court of setting 
— motions, and of taking them in the order in which they stand m the 
lists, should be extended to the Chancery Division, and thus avoid the 
present confusion, expense, and delay which arises in such division in con- 
nection with motions to the court, this sub-committee was appointed to 
inquire whether it was desirable to make any alteration in the present 

ractice. After several meetings of the sub-committee had been held, it 

e to further consider the matter, as the question 

became merged in the larger ones to be dealt with by the Lord Chan- 
cellor’s committee hereafter referred to. (See No. 5.) 

No. 3, The Working of the New Circuit Arrangements.—As to this, informa- 
tion and statistics were obtained from the members and officers of the 
various circuits by the sub-committee, and after numerous meetitigs and 
much cousultation a memorandum was drawn up on the subject by your 
committee, and the same published [ante, p. 387] and copies thereof sent 
to the Lord Chancellor, the common law judges, and to the subscribers to 
the Bar Committee. 

No. 4. The Supreme Court of Judicature Amendment Bill, 1884.—This Bill 
contained certain clauses limiting the right of ** in certain cases 
which, in the opinion of your committee, would rejudicial to the 
interests of suitors and the public, and they therefore deemed it right to 
try to obtain the withdrawal of the obnoxious clauses. In that they were 
successful, and the clauses in question were afterwards withdrawn by the 
promoters of the Bill. 

No. 5. Arrangement of Work in the Chancery Division.—A letter having 
been received from the Lord Chancellor, stating that he considered it 
desirable, for various reasons, that the subject of the present rules as to 
the distribution and arrangement of business, both in court and in 
chambers, in the Chancery Division, and as to the distribution and use of 
the clerical power in chambers, should receive careful consideration, with 
reference to the present and probable future state and requirements of 
the division, by a committee, which should tain re tatives of the 
judges, the bar, and solicitors, and stating that his lordship would be glad to 

ow whether your committee would wish to suggest some member of the 
Chancery Bar who would be willing to give his assistance on such com- 
mittee, your committee submitted the name of Mr. James Stirling as a 
member of such committee, and the same was approved by the Lord 
Chancellor. A sub-committee was then appointed to act in relation to the 
matters to be brought before the Lord Chancellor’s committee. The sub- 
committee devoted a great deal of time to the questions referred to them, 
and ultimate) certain suggestions, w! were forwarded to the 
Lord r’s committee. As many —— were con- 
nected with communications which the Lord 8 committee = 
mitted to be made to the sub-committee on the 


y 
committee, your committee think it would not be right to publish these 
suggestions until the aw Mees or conclusions of the Lord Chancellor’s 
committee have been made public. 
terme "Bocicty thes the —— ak the Toading pe a 
Ww sev! co 

had raised the contention that ord. 65, r. 51, of the Rules of the Supreme 
Court, 1883, ting the scale of clerks’ fees, did not apply 

cial fees to counsel of a certain when the exigencies of 

e case ** that they Lawyer leave the court in which they 22 
practise, e w Society requested your committee to 
consider the Fe Raggy om ye committee, after consideration and with the 
approval of the Attorney-General, passed the following resolution, a copy 
of which was forw to the Incorporated Law Society :—‘‘The Bar 
Committee that this is a matter on which the Attorney-General 
one to be consulted. In the o: of the Bar Committee the fees 
which should be paid to the clerks of counsel receiving special fees ought 
to be on the scale allowed by ord. 65, r. 51, of the Rules of the Supreme 
Court, 1883, and the Bar Committee do not recommend members of 
the bar who are specially retained to authorize their clerks to receive fees 
according to the scale which prevailed prior to the issue of the above- 


mentioned order. 
ions.—The Attorney-General 
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your committee to suggest some system —— oe 

e 
claims of gentle ons districts, and to seours thet the 
briefs in shesiian di should be Pid be Simed ie competent hands. This matter is 
still — the consideration of your committee. 

No. 8. The Regulation of the Libraries of the Four Inns of Court.—The 
memorandum on this question which was drawn up by your committee, 
and been sent to the subscribers to the Bar Committee, has been 
bro ore the betichérs of the various Inns, and will, your committee 
believe, receive favourable consideration. 

No. 9. The Non-observance by County Court Judges of 15 § 16 Viet. e. t 
s. 10, —** an ey td vetaindl th vo Advocate by the Attorney in the 
Action ane 22* —5 

iL Banden —— and Bankruptoy Riles. 
Jit res 4 Parliament affecting the Profession. —Nos. 9, 10, 
1 are under the consideration. of your committee. 
The Long Vacation.—On the — * June, 1884, a memorial, 
19 Queeit’s Counsel and 460 junior battisters practising at the Qhan 
sea fe Tong asin, cs ees a | 
m ng which emen same 
to have &ltéred to the Ist of A anes y, 1884, a siiiler 
memorial, signed by 7 Queen’s ansel and 175 junior barristers practising 
at the Common Law Bar, —* presented to your committee. The tle- 


men instrumental in getting signatures to the latter memorial informed 
your committee that t the, ——— had been refused ture almost 
unanimously by all members of the junior bar who p at sessions, 


by revising barristers (as a rule), and by a great number of gentlemen 
who objected to the consequent 32 with the time for the 
commencement of the summer Circ Letters w were also received ves 
committee from the officers of the Western and North-Eastern ts 


— — desided that be Stetent ins great diversity has been 


-matter of the 


of opinion among the su 
action in the 


ractising barristers on 
pg it was not expédient for your odtiinithes 


In conclusion; your r committee bers of the bar 
per anpey veh S vei e Bar Co: htee is t0 co Mee Spies Be 
opinions of the members of the ber on ma 

and to take such action thereon as may be deemed mt and with 


ee ent Tee receive *8 communication or Farrar’ bolidiog, 
— eir honorary secretary, Mr. 8. Lofthouse, Farrar’s- 
emple. 


GREAT YARMOUTH LAW SOCIETY. 
The annual general meeting of this re was held on the 27th ult., 


Mr, O. Diver t; in the chair. report was read :— 
_ ia, prong Wht stacat spor, the — — 
society apon the fact that they — te pase fear while tire 
—3 of member of thé society during the past while two 
— have added their * Pe that at _peried, 
& of its members. During — veer Se ste 
aa tip 


Magy Comps qa 


laced in the society’s room by Mr 
*s Prece- 


ion of Fisher's 
fed a ‘Taw of Domestic of that 
ge eman ; and the Law of bei ag ome (the gift ot a. ap 2) have | Board 


room, and presented 9 creat group of fhe Fagen Inthe sot 
Copies of Bills im Pasfiament of any public or local interest have also 
been laid upon *s table, Your committee has, in concert with 


other peevineisl #8 —*2 societies, been — to procure the establish- 
ment of a proper scale of charges peas > Apt — are glad to 
¥ that the Lord Ghanselloe h han expres of the effort, 
it is therefore ge Te nett to the the 
— of the prot᷑ cion. —— Re Bellamy 
and the Mescogoli jtan Board of FA 24 Oh. D. 387), ce of Harbin 
v. Darby 28 Bea Vv. 325), the com’ ee the profession 
* al Sy dpained ia jeans 
oF. trust ene for the 


“ ack th execu 
oe fe inthe oh meee ee fe 
—— a solicitor, of 


Sap ok ot caate ani, 38 yne in 

Acluding the receipt and 24 money, and that any 

—— — trustee hereunder a — other — con 

ae 2 See so emplo or 

entitle toUkadge and be paid all aaa we ether Ciabes for ony 
by in connection with the trust, 

—* acts which (an exécutor or' 

y- e 


Hy and could have done person- 
society’s balance-sheet accom and, in 
laying it before thé members, the committee 


the great im ce to the vitality of the soci that as many members 
—— 
to ot he iw ph i the pronens thease of continued changes in the prac- 
report, together with the g gentiemen were rel 
, the followin O bives re-elected 


wee e ensuing year :— 44 
43** —— 


A. 

A. E. Gow! J.T. Waters, es otes of to 
——— —EX& eee 
; Pp aa hte 


LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Sir Henry James, Q.0., M.P., has been appointed a 5 of the 
Privy Council. Sir H. James is the youngest son of Mr. Philip Turner 
James, of Hereford. He was born in 1828, and was educated at 
Cheltenham College. He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple xs 


Term, 1852, and he formerly practised on the Oxford 
roe fi a Queen’s Counsel in 1869. He was appointed Solicitor-General 
in October, 1873, when he received the honour of hthood, and he 
became Attorney - General in the following month. He in February, 


1874, but he returned to office in A 1880. Sir H. James has been 


M.P. for Taunton in the interest 1879: He is a bencher of 
* aye — *8* * 

citor (of the 5 of oar, 

TaTHAM, * cael a Pa ee 


& Tatham). of }, of Maidstone, bas 
rei, & Tato h, in succession to, the late Mr. John — gece stopbeds 
Mr. Tatham was admitted a solicitor in 1869. 
Mr. Heyry Gerorce SmaLimin, solicitor, of 3, ae Cheapside 
has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths e Supréme 
Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Gzonce Crement Berrram, Bailiff of Jersey; has received the 

honour of Knighthood. Sir G. Bertram is the only son of Mr, a, eee 

Bertram, of Jorsey, and was born in 1841. He was educated at Z 

College, Cambrid, bridge, and he was called to the har at the Inner T in 

Trinity Term, 1875. He was Attorney-General of Jersey from 1 

1884, 5 ey cg sera Jersey. 

Mr. Hucu oo. to the Local Government Board, 
created a Companion of the Order of the Bath. Mr. Oweu 

fe tee son of Sir Hugh Owen H He was called to the baratthe Middle 


le in Trinity T 1862, and he was an assistant secretary to the 
Tocal Go ies AE Sine Fg 879 to 1888, when he was appointed per- 
mafient secretary to the Board. 


Mr. Horace Biamire — — solicitor, of Carlisle, has been appointed 
Clerk to the Carlisle Board of Assessment ‘Co Committee, School 
Attendance Committee, and Rural Sanitary Authority. Mr. Lonsdale 
was admitted a solicitor in 1876. 


Mr. Francis Cuartes Monracus, barrister, ben bese Sppolnten Dec 
-Society moting the Organizati —- 
sity bs vate, Montague is a B.A- of the Univeriy 9 


tary 

University in London. her * cas = 
classics in 1879 —— — of Ori ege. 
He was called to the pret A! pate ne iy in June, 1 


London, and he be 5 
Mr. F. G. Hunt, solicitor, of 1, Gra: ain London, has been 
eppointed « Commissioner fo adiinster Oat the Supreme Court of 


Mr. James Basser, solicitor, of Rochester, has been elected President 
of the Kent Law Society. 

Mr. Dectuvs Mater Ross, solicitor (of the firm of Plaskitt & Robbs 
of gg ee been ted Clerk to the Gainsborough Loca 
. Mr. Robbs was a solicitor in 1866. 

Mr. Apams Grorcs Arcursanp, Q.C., C.M.G., has been created a 
Knight Commander of the Order of St. ikichael and St. George. Sir 

is a Queen’s Couiisel for the of Nova Sectia, and he 

was Lieutenant-Governor of Nova Scotia 1873 till 1883. 


> 





DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS, &c. 


ae Enost. and Arrkvk Avoevervs Ress, solicitors (Edgell & Rees), 
Te oe — Chancery-lane, London, and r panel 


S —e— Museo aa, Grore: ae ee CoLLixson, 
~— h —_ [@asette, June 9.) 


— — — 


LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK. 


— OF oe 


— Bills Read a 
aie Bs ee sat Naxthon halligap (Various Powers) ; Lancashine 
an 


orkshire Rail 
— een 


én Geuntnite 

Lines) Aisthorties (limpénaed of Ooadurenned. 
Bills Read a Third Wong 

Parvars Brits.—Oswestry (Corporation) Water 


stone Water. 
* 8. Bills ia 
PROVISIONAL Orpsr CoNFIRMATION Bhan 
ime eo (Tabard-street, Newington). 


; Neath Water; Maid. 


(Hughes-fields, 





| India Unelatitied Stocks. 
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Bills Read a Third Time. 
Private Brit.—Guiseley, Yeadon, and Rawdon Railway. 
Local Authorities (Expenses of Conferences). 


June 9.—Bill Read a Second Time. 
Prrvats Brit.—East London Railway. 


Bill Read a Third Time. 
Private But.—Dee Conservancy. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


June 4,—Bills Read a Second Time. 

Patvate Brris.—Barry Dock and Railways; Columbia Market and 
Railways ; East Usk Railway ; ManchesterShip Canal; Northern Railway 
of Buenos Ayres Company; Otley Local Board; Peckham and East 
Dulwich Tramway Extensions ; Ward’s City of London School for Girls. 

Merchant Shipping (Transfer of Registry, &c.). 


Bill in Committee. 
Princess Beatrice Annuity. 
Bills Read a Third Time. 
Private Bris.—Albert Palace Association ; Bradford Waterworks and 
Tm ement; Brentford and District Tramways; Central Argentine 
y Company; Fulwood Local Board; Great Eastern Railway 
(General Powers) ; Isle of Axholme Railway ; Liverpool Grain, Storage, 
and Transit Company; London and North-Western Railway ; London 
Streets Tramways (Extensions); Metropolitan Board of Works; Midiand 
Railway (Additional Powers); Rhondda and Swansea Bay Railway; 
Woking Water and Gas; South-Eastern Railway (Various Powers). 


June 5.—Bills Read a Third Time. 
Private Bris.—London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway; Alexandra 
(Newport and South Wales) Docks and Railway; Bury Improvement; 
Liverpool Tramways. 


June 8.—Bilis Read a Third Time. 

Patvate Brits.—Bawtry and Trent Railway and Dock; Elham Valley 
Light Railway (Deviation, &c.) ; Limehouse Subway (Extension of Time) ; 
London and Blackwall Railway; London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway (Various Powers); Regent’s Canal, City, and Docks Railway; 
Worcester and Broom Railway. 


June 9.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
Patvats Bri1s.—Hartlepool Headland Protection; Hull (Drypool) 
Bridge and Improvements ; Penwortham Bridge. 


Bills Read a Third Time. 
Private Bris.—Alexandra (Newport and South Wales) Docks and 
Railway ; Bury Improvement; Liverpool Tramways. 








LEGAL NEWS. 


Prince Albert Victor of Wales was, on Wednesday evening, made a 
bencher of the Middle Temple, being proposed by the treasurer, Mr. 
Higgin, Q.C., and seconded by the Prince of Wales, who is also a bencher 
of the Inn. The ceremonial was succeeded by the usual grand night 
banquet. Among the guests were the Prince of Wales, Prince Edward of 
Saxe-Weimar, the Archbishop of Canterbury, the Duke of Richmond, 
Lord , Lord Cranbrook, Lord Bramwell, Sir Stafford Northcote, 
Sir Henry James, and Lord Randolph Churchill. The St. James’s Gazette 
says that “‘there was a little irony in the distribution of seats. For 
instance, the chair next to Sir Henry Hawkins had been reserved for Mr. 
John Bright, who did not attend. Lord Randolph Churchill was sittin 
exactly opposite Sir Henry James, with whom he kept up a most — 
conversation. Sir Stafford Northcote sat opposite the ter of the Rolls, 
and Lord Bramwell sat with Sir Thomas Chinese as his neighbour.”’ 


A meeting of Old Harrovians and Harrow Masters was held on Tuesday 
afternoon at the Westminster Palace Hotel, for the purpose of taking the 
a to raise a fund to commemorate the head mastership of 

. B at Harrow. There was a crowded attendance. Sir M. W. 

, Bart., M.P., who took the chair, moved: ‘‘That a fund, to be 

the Butler Fund, be established, to commemorate in some per- 
wanent way at Harrow the eminent services of Dr. Butler to the school.”’ 
Mr. H.R. T. Alexander seconded the motion, which was unanimously 
carried. On the motion of Mr. Nicholson, M.P., the fo resolution 
was agreed to :—‘‘ That the fund be devoted to the purchase of a portrait 
of Dr. Butler for tation to his family ; and, secondly, to the 
purchase, or securing to the school, of all or some portion of 
the football-field, or, in the event of that proving to be impracticable, to 
at Harrow closely connect. with the amusements of the 

to be hereafter decided on.” A vote of thanks to the chairman ter- 
the proceedings, it being understood that asmall executive committee 


7* 
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; or Mr. R. de Courtensy Welch, 51, Cambridge-street, WW; 
or by . Coutts, bankers to the fund. 





COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. — — APPEAL aged V. ©. Bacon. 


Mr. Justice 
No. 2. Kay. 




















Mon.,June 15 Mr. Koe Mr. Leach Mr. Pemberton Mr. Pugh 
Tuesday ...16 Clowes Beal Ward Lavie 
Wiles. xsosee 17 Jackson Leach Pemberton Pugh 
Thursday.. 18 Carrington Beal Ward Lavie 
Friday ...... 19 Lavie Leach Pemberton Pugh 
Sa y 20 Pugh Beal Ward Lavie 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
5 NokgrTH. PEARSON. 
Monday, Juné...........15 Mr. King Mr. Clowes Mr. Carrington 
Tuead 4 * — —— aoe Jackson 
CANESAAY .............. 1 c owes Carrington 
A — a Jackson 
lowes Carringto 
Farrer Koe Jackson 
COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jornt Srock ComPanrss. 
TED IN CHANCERY. 

BEDFORD Park, Luwrep.—Petition for winding up, presented June 4, directed to 
be heard before Pearson, J., on Saturday, June 18. Woolley and Hughes, Gt 
Winchester st, solicitors for the petitioners 

HyYDRONE CoMPANY, Luw1TED.—Pearson, J., has, by an order dated April 2%, ap- 

ointed Francis William Pixley, 24 Moorgate st, to be official liquidator. 

reditors are required, on or before June 10, to send their names and dresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to the above. Wednesday, June 
24 at 1, is appointed for hearing and —— — upon the debts and claims 

MEXICAN SILVER SynpdicaTE, LOMTED.—Petition for winding up, presented June 
4, directed eard before Bacon, V.C., on June 18. 
Gannon st, solicitors for the petitioners ‘ 

MIDDLESEX AND COUNTIES LAND AND BUILDING Company, LIMITED.—Petition for 
winding up, presented June 3, directed to be heard before Kay, J., on June 13. 
Hall, New inn, Strand, solicitor for the petitioner 

NogTH-WEsT TIMBER COMPANY OF CANADA, LIMITED.—Pearson, J., has, by an 
order dated May 22, appointed Alfred Augustus James, 66, Coleman st, to be 
official liquidator 

PaTENT STEAM WASHER AND LAUNDRY Company, LIMITED.—Bacon, V.C., has, by 

an order dated May 28, appointed John Gordon, jun, Leeds, to be official liqui- 


dator 
River Gambia TRADING CoMPANY, Lim1ITED.—By an order made by Pearson, J., 
dated May 16, it-was ordered that the company be wound up. Crump and Son, 
Philpot lane, solicitors for the petitioners 
NITED Sxcurrry Society, Luicrep.—Kay, J., has fixed June 17 at 12, at his 
chambers, for the appointment of an offi liquidator 
(Gazette. June 5) 
or 


Hammond ELEctTRic LIGHT AND , LImtreD.—Petition 
winding up presente’ June 5, Kay, J., on June 20. 
a 0, Gt Winchester st, 
NEDEN2S COPPER CoMPANY, LIMITED.— 





omas and Hick, 








the 
presented June 


> 
5, directed to be heard before Bacon, 20. Stibbardand 
'o, Leadenhall st, agents for Gibson solicitors for 
the petitioners 
(Gazette, June 9.) 


County PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

SAMUEL CHARLTON AND CoMPANY, LimiITED.—Creditors are required, on or before 
July /, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Stanley Pearson, 22, Booth st, Manchester. Thursday, July 23 at 12, is ap- 
pointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

(Gazette, June 9.) 

Frrenpviy Societies Disso.vev. 

BROTHERLY AND FRIENDLY Society, Race Horse Inn, Kettlewell, York. June 1 

HEMINGBY AGRICULTURAL AND LABOUR LEAGUE SICK BENEEIT SocmETy, C 
and Horses Inn, Hemingby, Lincoln. June 1 

MvuTUAL Hore FRIENDLY iccxery, 74, Kingsland rd. June 1 


' Gasette, June 5.) 
SUSPENDED FOR THREE MONTHS. 

Court EARL OF WARWI Ancient Order of Foresters, Dog and Partridge, 

Sandwich st, Walsall, Stafford. June 2 
Ween, HatuKnto K — t Order of Foresters, Littleton Arms, Littleton 

ford. June 

Court Lorps or Bascore, Ancient Order of Foresters, Three Cups Inn, Park st, 
Walsall, Stafford. June 2 
(Gazette, June 5.) 











CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


Apu, WILLIAM SAMUEL, Peckbam Rye, Solicitor. July 1.. Aylward, Clifford’s 


ANDREWS, JosErH, Denmark rd, Camberwell, Commercial Traveller. June 30, 
Ker, Denmark rd 

Barton, Perzer, South . July 1. Payne and Frodsham, Liverpool 

Cannon, Hanurer, St Albans, Hertford. July 11. Hollams and Uo, Mincinglane 

Corry, Wight Rev Rowuxr Aron, Southwark, Bishop. July 1. Arnold and Co, 


CoLz, BENJAMIN, 


and Winch, Lancaster 
Conny, Tuomas, Wood 
castle 


Franklands, nr Lépéiield, Sussex, Gent. June ao. Mar-~ 
8 


, Worcester, Inn . Junes, Ward, Dudle 
Ortlake tor, Kew, China Dealer. June 8, ‘Willoughby 


‘by, Lincoln, Farmer. July 27, Olitherow, Horn- 





Covizs, THomas, East 
chant and Benwell, George yd, Lombard 










ln ie et glee ie oe ok ee ot en eee ee ae en es 


— 
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DICKINSON, WILLIAM, Liverpool, Hatter. June 24. Stone and Co, Liverpool 
EDWARDS, “JAMES, ‘AMES, Chalfont St St Peter, Buckingham, Gent. July 14. Cheese, 


Eves, EDWARD SOUTHARD, Blackfriars rd, Gent. July 10. Routh and Co, South- 
ampton st, Crofton ai, 
a sae. Crofton rd, Peckham. July 10. Routh and Co, Southampton st, 


— —— Scarborough, York, Grocer. July 26. Turnbull and Co, Scar- 


bo: 
GIRLING, — Seven Sisters’ 1d, Coal Merchant. July 8. Crump and Son, 
Philpot lane, Fenchurch st 
— —— Scarborough, Provision Merchant, Aug. 26. Turnbull and 
‘ TO 
HOLDEN, SOHOLES, Royton, Lancaster, Gent, July 6. Standring and Taylor. 


HOLLAND, WILLIAM, Halifax, Merchant. July 31. England and Foster, 


HoOMERSHAM, JAMES, Dover, Gent. June 27. Knocker, Dover 
JACKSON, JOHN SAMUEL, Manchester, Warehouseman. July 4. Sutton and 
Elliott, Manchester 
JACKSON, RICHARD BELGRAVE, —— Bh Kensington rd, Esq. July 13. 
? and Sismey, Serjeants’ inn. Flee 
JaMEs, Wr1LLIAM, Brockley, Kent. June ag Rae. Mincing lane 
Kise, pentane NEWMAN, East Carleton, Norfolk, Farmer. Fane 13. Baldrey, 
orwic 
Magus, Rev, DeEnIs, Shifnal, Salop, Catholic Priest. July 2. Carrane, 
mn 


PATERSON, be, inhey rd, St John’s Wood, Esq. Juneié. Wild and 
Co, Tronnioner lane lane, "Cheap Si 

— Eiza, Norfolk July 10. Garrod, Diss 

— Mary — Albert rd, Peckham. June 30. Burto: nm, Blackfriars rd 

. Mary ANN, Leyspring, Trumpington, Cambridge. July 8: Sayle, 

— — st 

SKINNER, ROBERT, Speen, Berks, Maltster. June 30. Barnes, Lambo 

SowERBY, —— eltenham, Gent. Aug. 2. a al Sons, —J——— 
— ANN, Bridge Yate, near Bristo 24. Bush and Bush, 


—— 7 GEORGE, Sawston, Cambridge, Farmer. July 10. Duffield and Bruty, 

‘0 ouse yar 

TURNEY, THOMAS, Therfield, Hertford, Farmer. July 19. Duffield and Bruty. 
Tok enheuse yard 

WHITE, JOHN, Takely, Essex, Farmer. June 24. Wade and Co, Dunmow 

WHITELEY, JAMES TOLSON, Leeds, Contractor. July 1. Snowdon and Meredith, 


WHITELEY, THomas, Leeds, Builder. July 1. Snowdon and — —— Leeds 


Gazette, May 29.) 
Bayi, Fae. Woodley, nr Reading, Berks, Gent. June 24. Beal and 


ading 
BILLINGTON, | Mary Hottmay, Mold Green, —— Manufacturing 
Chemist. » Craven and Sunderland, Huddersfield 
Boorz, rm, JO, marth, Suffolk, Wine Merchant. July 1. Salmon and Sons, 
mund 
FRANCIS Swit BARNES, Falcon-road, Clapham Junction, Gent. July 14. 
iby, College hill, Cannon st 
BRAGGINS, THOMAS, Silverstone, Northampton. July1. Whitton, Towcester 
— EBENEZER, Batley, Blanket Manufacturer. June 30. Deane and Son, 


ey 
CooPER, —— Ryde, Isle of Wight, Gent. July1. Tatton and Son, Lower 
Phillimore nsington 


— — * REGINALD, Great Malvern, Gent. July 1. Kilby and Mace, 
0) 

— IsaABELLA, Caversham Park, Oxford. July 31. Nelson, Laurence 
Pountney lane 


Day, Em1ty, Maidstone, Kent, June 30. Linklater & Co, Walbrook 
wand 09, Ba ~ Beach, Bitton, Gloucester, Linen Draper. Aug 15. Simmons 


J DuNELEY, Tollington Park. July 6. Bagshaw, St. Michael’s 
* FRED! Li 1, Hatter. June 24. Oliver & Co, Liverpool 
—— ERICK, Liverpoo! une iver 
CES WHORMBY, Whissendine, Rutland. July 6. yee and Co, 
Lincdin’s inn fields 
Wru1uM, Manchester, Joiner. J: — Sheffield 
Huppakt, JOHN, Liverpool, Insurance iat July 5. Bremner and Co, 


Li 
HuTcHINSON, ANTHONY, Headingley, Leeds, Gent. July 29. Walter Harland, 


Leeds 
—** A eed Headingley, nr Leeds, Wool Merchant. June 20. Bond and 
Inwin, epee, Liverpool, Warehouse Keeper. June 12, Lynch and Teebay, 


— ——— Leeds, ee, July 29. Walter Leeds 
Imo: it. George’s rd, Eccleston sq. July 1. Lewis 


ENE FIrzinMan, 8' 
Ely pL Holborn 
— Y, Kidderminster, Ironmonger. June 15. Ivens and Morton, 
MrrcHett, ErizA Ann, Millbank st, Westminster. July 15. Paine and Co, 


Mosean Mane Detronock, 3 June 12. Morgan, Brecon 

AN. Y, recon, June 

— —— 1, Rotherhithe, no — —* Aug4. Crawford 
PARKER. Gen eral RrcHarD, Lyndhurst, Hants. Jvly1. Appleyard, South sq, 


inn 
Panson, Lovisa, Ann Redcliffe gdns, South Kensington. . Welder 
Watson, Lincoln’s inn fields ‘lsat nd 
PEAKER, Many, Burslem, Stafford. July ¢., Ellis, Burslem 
Savile p Conduit st segs os 


Samson, fi a une 4. Mon Bucklersbury 
Sayim, ‘Ronsnt, Trum ington og, June a. Ko erchant. July 8. Sayle, 
Socorr, H ble CHARLES GRANTHAM, . 

—— Ft, Eaton sq, Colonel. July 31. Nelson, 


SLEDDALL, HANNAH, Kirky Stephen, Westmoreland. July 6. Preston, Kirkby 


Stephen 
Wanton, Jobin, Desten, Coorawies Hiss Homednes Areva! 
nm » da ’ 
Bovtomle , Ashton ‘andce 8* ar — 


Y, Oranham a, South Bermondsey, Chemical Manufacturer. 
8 
(Gazette, June 2.) 
Apoogs, Rac 8 Ewa, Shareshill, near Wolverhampton. July 4, Shelton and 
Bakke, Henry, yo Bond st, Hosier. June 30, Tarrant and Mackrell, Bond ct, 


July th. Watson, Gracechuro 


Wal 


Peon ct; Walbrook Sn ne ee June 30. Tarrant and Mackrell, 
Bond ct, an 9 


BARLOW, JONATHAN, Queen xford st, Coach and Saddlers’ Ironmonger. June 
30. 


Camp, Uni Wank bide * lace 
BatTHo, AN Ww. — 422 July 4. Shelton and Co, Wolver- 


hampton 

BAZAL@ —— Pitt’s place, Fulham. June 24. Cobb, Lin- 
— Harriet, St Albans, Hertford. July 11. Hollams and Co, Mincing 
jane xt, ANN, Hastings, Sussex. June 90. Tarrant and Mackrell, Bond ct, 


C 
Walbeeoe 
CoLEz, RICHARD, Devizes, Wilts, Butcher. June 20. Marshall, Devizes 
Duvses, Gn0n GEORGE, Stockmar rd, = , Hackney, Gent. aly SL Edell, King st, Cheap- 


Fow er, RopeRT, Thorncombe, Dorset, Farmer. July 14. Clarke and Lukin, 


LDSMITH, Exiza, Gravesend, Kent. Augi. Sharland and 
Sea Joon, iravosond Master Mariner. July 14. Miller an 


HES, ELIZABETH, Waterloo, Lancaster. July 15. Martin Co, Li 
— ALFRED, Lansdo wne ra, Dalston, Carman. July 3. y A os = 
BERT, erpool. 3. Payne 
vox, Ronen, Liverpool Bar : Liverpool, gin my ot daly 17. Miller 


1 
—— —* CancrnE, Seaham Harbour, Durham, Esq. July 15. Wright, 
Seaham Harbo' 


July 10. Poole, Sloane st 
t2. Watkins and Co, Sackville st 


Gravesend 
Co, Liver- 








Lincoln, Farmer. 
X —— 











M , EDWARD, der. J: 1. Phillips, —— 
Mi CODE, ALFRED, St Peter’s rd, Mile fan Guager. July 10. Turner, Birmingham 
. JAMES GEORGE, Falmouth, Cornwall, Artist. “7 6. ag ‘almouth 
i, Beers m THOMAS, oecas, Holand rd, Kensington, Gent. A) oughtons 
and 
ERTSON, J AMES, Rochester, J Prall, Eastgate, Rochester 
Eornwann Tmoms5, Ramsbottom, — Bes, June 30. Wild and Wild, 


———— —555—— George’s in the mee Retired Sack Merchant. 
aay ea Ganaen OONAID. Liverpool. 1. July 6. ht, and Co, Liverpool 
TAYLOR, * , Scarborough, Y uly * and Kitching 
—— JaMES WILLIAM, Liscard, Chester, Cotton Broker. July 18. J 
—— ng — Scorr, Newport, Salop, Ironmonger. July 1. Under- 


hil a 
Ussuism, Thoms Nua, Bath, Aug i. Barron, Lincoln's inn felde 
— { Gazette, June 5.) 
ANDERSON, Ratpu, Alnwick, Northumberland, Butcher. July 4. Forster and 
—— Kruner, Huddersfield, Drysalter. July 4. Learoyd and 


BeEpson, GEORG - — Manchester, Manager of Wire Works. July 31. 
acm owas ashton, ar Newton - le - Willows, Lancaster, Gent. 

Oust’ dence etter and Sons, Wig ant July 10. Scholefield and Son, 

— Waaaa, Tavistock pl, Bloomsbury, Gent. July 3. Houseman 
Princes st, Westminster 


— HENRY PaTreRson, Matiock Bath, Derby, Lace Merchant. July 18. 
Fincn Ryde, Isle of Wight, Corn Merchant. aA — ——— 
orncombe, a Farmer. July 14. Clarke 


FOWLER, ROBERT, 
Chard 


GREEN, CHARLES, W. Berks, Gent. Angi. Cooke, Wokingham 
GREY, — ee eels July 21. and Miller, Newcastle- 


Harris, oHN, Bristel, Merchant. July 18. Beckingham and Barry, 

ae aoe ‘tavern Hotel, Barrow in Furness. July 6. Morgan 

HARVEY, CHARLES Chatham, Lieut.-Colonel. July 31. Davidson 
and Co, Spring 


H J. id Manchester, Merchant. Sept. 29. Wharton 
—— — Trafford, Indigo 

— phy Whitehaven, Cumberland. July 7: Mason and Thompson, 
Hoprins, [o0rsa, Kilmaine ri, Folham. June 30. Pettiver and Co, College st, 
<i) — June 30. Pettiver and Co, College 


— , Ireland. $1. Perham, Bristol 

ew Pe Se Neen Kegs Sul it Rotins 
Max ——— Aldershot, Ironmonger. June 18 Reader 
MonEING,  Cuanths, Spring gdns, Architect. July 22. Walker and Co, Theobald’s 


vais "AVOUT Many, Douro villas, Cheltenham. June %. Tathams and Pym, 
pene Watford, Herts, Esq. July 11. Woodcock and Walmesiey, 


Ryeeerenn, Hemet Cysnane, Rectiagven, Gat. July 1. 
SLATER, SUSANNAH, st, Deptford. June 19. Sandom and Co, High st, 
— S ALDERLEY, Manchester, Cotton Merchant. July Si. Barie 


and 
STEBLE, Canterbury. J and Co, Worcester 
TaYtor, JAMES, Oldham, a. July 11. Ponsonby and Carlisle, 


Oldham 
Wa peeeee Samm, Harrogate, Gent. July 10. Burrill and Maughan, 
Warecon, Ganctumn Nisnst VERNON, Porchester terrace. July ®. Waltons 
and Co, Leadenhall st 
[ Gazette, June 9.) 








Brahe ng es ENSUING WEEK, 


& Co., , ~y at? p.m, 
Mart, at 2 p.m., Haccholt Brepertice (eve 


June 16.—Mesars. F 
Freehold ‘and Leasehold Proper’ 





June 19.—Mesars, Bakar & 
advertisement, June 6, p. 7). 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


—— 
— — 4, at Ivy House, the wife of Frank Peskett, solicitor, 


—Ma at the Manor House, Crediton, the wife of William Henry 
— Fal fy a son. 


Arthur 


MARRIAG 
SPEFCHLY—ARMITAGE.—June 3, at Holy — Tulse 
to Jane Massey, hter 


ly, solicitor, of Guild 


— racy arr of Ingiecholme, Roupell-park, 8 


Dervce.—June 10, at 22, Brunswick- 
65. 


TH. 
, Brighton, Charles Claridge Druce, of 
10, Billiter-square, 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


BANERUPTCIES UPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Under the — x on | Act, 1869. 
TUESDAY, June 9, 1885. 
Thorp, William, South Belgrave st, Pimlico, of no oceupation. June 4 


THE BANEKRUPTOY ACT, 1883, 
Frmay, cute 5, 1885. 


William, Rottingdean, Sussex, Gentleman Brighton. Pet May 27. were 
30, June 4 at 12 


ellaway, Hackford Brixton Coach builde 
Pa dane 2 Ord June Been Fay 6 et ae oe Phin et 


—— Claremont rd, Forest Gate, Jeweller. HighCourt. PetJune 2. 
—* — nam July 8 at 11, at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Park, Stationer. 


Stroud Green road, Finsbury 
Pe See Ord June 1. Exam July 8 at 11, at 34, Lincoln’s inn 


Cohen, Moss Coleman, and Arthur Cohen enhoe, Sed ee tonshire, 
Merchants. Northampton. :Pet uae te p. Exam 


8 
Wi Paulet rd, Camberw Cc . 24 8. 
—J — —— eres Ord 
5 M Manufacturer. Newport,Mon. Pet June 


1. June 1. June wan at il 
: — Mary, Cardiff, Grocer. Cardiff. Pet June2. Ord June 2. Exam 
Jonas, Breedon, Burton Overy, Leicestershire, Grazier. Leicester. Pet 
30. Ord June 1. —— py 
Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
June1. OrdJunei. Exam Jul 
Foreman, J Brentford, Plumber. Brouttord. PetJunei. Ord June 
1. Exam June 23 at 2 
Court. Pet May 2. Bord Jane § Matos Ha eee tak we Cie 


Allis, 


sa 


Mortlake rd, Ri ond, Timber M t. andsworth. 
berigne§ Opi Sane - oly 8 Salford. — pegs 
eke or. 0} ‘et June 2. une 2. 


H Harry, s circus, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. High Court. 
‘May 6. Gri June’. “Exam July 1000, at 34, Lincoln’s inn fiel * 


J ele of business, Halifax. Pet J 1, 
— —— — soe 


~Ord June 3. Exam Junie 15 at 11 at the Courth 


— Newport, M 
une 2. Exam Fane ‘ot it 
Stationer. 


June 2. ——— aa 


Moore, John Henry, Pownhal! rd, Dalston, Sheet Gelatin 1 
Pet June 3. Ord June 3. Bram June 99 at 4 Lino } 
orcestershfre, Tailor. 


———— 


—— — Croydon. Pet May 1. ees 
Pet Ape it! Ord May aah 9a tly # ot {1 of ou, Linealo't tan 


— Merionethshire, Butcher. Bangor. Pet June 1. Ord 
yune June 22 at 12.30 


Montgomeryshire, Timber Merchant, Aberystwith. 
May 2%. Ord 4 eines te 38 a6 1-50 


Joseph, Garston, Lancashire, Cabinetmaker. Liy 1. Pet June 3. 
onse, Gov Silage, Victoria 

ion Agent. Newport, Mon. 
Nottingham. Pet June 2. Ord 


ab 


et 


Bf orkshire, Machine maker. Bradford. 
Ord J py Ray oe 19 at 12 Pe Jang 2 
—“ a, , Builder. Nottingham. Pet June1, Ord 


— Leeds, Engineer. Leeds. Pet June 2. Ord June 2. Exam 
a i ree tan Poneman Portemouth. Pet 

2. Exam June 15 a Bet 
saith Darth, Bx Jane 11 at it st tbe ; : ™ * 
ee ee wen . Work: Pet Jume 1. Ord June 2. Exam 
—— 2 Yorkshire, Agent. Bradford. Pet June 3. 


ees, Waleall, Mallonishire, Publican. Walsall. Pet May 30, Ord 
June 72 at 11 


— Pi cat Linvolnshire, Farmer. Boston. Pet May 1s. Ord 
Prank John, Landport, Hampshire, Builder. Portemouth. Pet May 9. 

1. Exam June 15 
Me alter Janes, Poole, Dorsetehire. Buiter. Poole. Pet June 1. Ord 


Townhall. P Pople 
‘ot May ®. Ord Jupet. Exam 


— — A⸗atorq. Pet Igne 1. Ord 


seach, Lancashire, » nO occupation, June 12 at 12, 


—— Pap ity i 


i 








Barber, John, Leeds, Civil Engineer. June 15 at 11. Official Receiver, 22, Pat 
Bernstein, wid, New Bond st, Traveller. June 17 at12. 38, Carey st, Lincoln's 


B Ley? he a Victoria st, Westminster, Engineer. June 15 at 11. 33, 


5 — Hastings, Builder. June 12 at 2.30. Official Re- 
ceiver, Tov chbrs, Hastings 
Chisman, Stockton Carter. June 12 at11.30. Official Receiver, 


desbarough 
Ciaypole, Ges a Caldecott, Rutlandshire, Bootmaker. June 12 at 8, Official 
— Batra ince Dealer. June 12at11. Official Receiver, Ive- 


‘ord 
— Mon, Basket Manufacturer. June 15 at 12, Official 


— m — — a, Lenceshire, Farmer. June 15 at 11. 
vi ond 

eats. Banke fin ad Peedariok Downe —E ——— ag eee: FHP 

Ellio Tonas Breodan Benes Oe . June 15 at 12. 


st, ee Plumber. June 12 at il. 28 and 29, 

‘acob An Bradford, Yarn Merchant. June 18 ati1. Official Re- 
weciveg irate che Bradiond Victualler. June 18 at 10.45. Moore, High 
Bolt, Dounty Cou ath Oh Beth ntre, Shipbroker. June 16 at 2. Official 
——— gt, Liverpool Chelsea, Marble Mannfacturer. June 17 at 
Haart —— — Teilor. June U at 2.ao. The Court-house, 
— June 15at2. Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Lambeth 
Portugal s, coln’s inn 
Holden, — port, Lanpaahire, Joiner. Juneibat3. Official Re- 


caver, 2, Vicure st Liverzoa es, Widow. June 18 at 12. Queen’s Hotel, 
Anne’s gate, Westminster, Surveyor. Juneibat12. 33, 
8 Boot Maker, June 19 at11. Official Re- 
Dealer, June i2a$12. Bankruptey 
out of business. June 13 ati1. Official Re- 
Italian Warehouseman. June 
8, Official Receiver, Bank 
Agent. June 16at12, Off- 
. June 18 at 11. Townhall, Col- 
, Worcestershire, out of business. June 2% at 10.15. 
orcestershire, Tajlor. Jyne 35 at 10.45. Official Re- 
Merionethshire, Butcher. June i5at1.30. Queen’s 
i 4 Machine Maker. June 17 at 11. Official Re- 
June 13 af 11.90. Official 
Tutie 13 gh 12. Official Re- 
. June 12 at 11.15. Official Receiver, 
Cornwall, Mine Broker. June 13 ati2. Official 


Furniture Dealer, June 15 a6 11. Official 


Mdfoost: Tine Yb af |. Ollcial Re- 
Publican, June 196 11.15, Oficial Re- 
Yorks, Dyer. Jung 19 at 3.90. Law Insti- 
Hardware Dealer. 
15 at 12.15. Londen 

Sedgley, Staffordshire, Engine Driver. June % at 10.30. Official 
Dyer. June 15 at 38. Official Receiver, 28, Friar lene, 
rd, Town, Cheesemonger’s 
orks, Colliery Proprietor. 
Yorks, Colliery Proprietor. 
Yorks, Colliery Proprietor. 
Tyne 12 at 10, Official Receiver, 










































ADJUDICATIONS. 

‘Drayton, Salop, Cather, Nantwich and Crewe. 
#, Tonbridge, Drsper. Tynbridge Wells, Pot May 2. 
— 110 Legon, ny Huddersfield, Innkeeper. Huddersfield. 
Clarke, William, Claremont 74, Forpat Gate, Jeweller. High Court. iy 
Ons ton Bward, Huddersfield, Bookseller, Huddersfield. Yoh May 12 
Cole, ey Walter, Paulet rd, Camberwell, Architect, High Court. Pet int 8. 
“Jot he Carmarthenehire, Woollen Manufacturer. 


Breckon, Robert, 1 


q23 





Party Chr —— innkeeper. —* Bet Mag 18. 


—** Pep June 0 Onl Sune ty — © au Base and 
Franks, James, W Farm 
Ord June 1 


Aston Daloymen, Brentford, P Apri %, 





anita wear 
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oe 
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gir 


pbseces Socks? 
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Frost, rience John, Bath, Licensed Victualler. Bath. Pet’ May 30. Ord 
* Goss, Formby, Lancashire, Broker. Liverpool. Pet May 28. 
* Grant, Grant, John Brown, Rookery, Southampton, Grocer. Southampton. Pet May 
Oita. —— Midsomer Norton, Somersetshire, Innkeeper. Wells. Pet 
* “Louis, and John James Bradley, York, Confectioners. Pet 

ct 9 


" NP uchester, Furniture Dealer. Salford. Pet May 20. Ord 
— Bristal, Yorkshire, Grocer. Dews' 
Herschkowitz, Hyman. Manchester, Tailor. 
House, Emma, Henley-on-Thames, Widow. 
Hutton, coun. — yg mF moat Maker. — * ‘ees and Middles- 
borough. Pet May 30, Ord Jun 
Knowles J s, Joseph, Garston, —— Cabinet Maker. Liverpool. Pet June 3. 
Lau Brighton, Gent. lap Os ourt. Pet Jan —* ⸗i 
pees, J She Hon, Ge therh Ginoer” Croydon. Pet May 14. Ord Jun 
———— —— and John Lucock, Dorking, Brewers. Croy on. Pet April 23. 
a arpa fattelislde Market, Potato Salesman, High Court. Pet 
L June 
— Phitp J — Newport, Mon., Commission Agent. Newport, Mon. 
‘et June 1. 
—— — Dudley, Worcestershire, out of business. Dudley. Pet May 
une 
Peniberton, John, Salford, Lancashire, Boiler Maker. Salford. Pet May 7. 
Prout, Jose — Fe Ferris, Newton Abbott, Devon, Watchmaker. Exeter. Pet May 
Ralstrick, ‘Jolin, Pudsey, Yorks, Machine Maker. Bradford. Pet June 2. 
awit lam, Toots, Engineer. Leeds. Pet June2. Ord Jun 
7 John, W e Robinson, and Samuel ~y Saddle- 


m Rad 
Yorks, ben "Hudders eld. Pet May 8. Ord June 1 
‘wall, Mine Broker. ‘Truro. Pet May 20. 


Henry, Camborne, Oorn 
=, Within, L Landport, Hampshire, Furniture Dealer. Portsmouth. Pet 
, James Booth, Seton Sussex, Mechanical Engineer. Lewes and 
bourne. Pet May 18 Ord June 3 

D tL. ans poe wn, Milk st, Lace Merchant. High Court. Pet March 
smi ‘williain Henry, St Mawes, Cornwall, Licensed Victualler. Truro. Pet 
Solomon, i, "Ord Jun ealthamatow, Essex, Boot Manufacturer. High Gourt. Pet 
ee “Watrington, Lancashire, Wheelwright. Warrington. Pet 
— 9 1 Davies, Eastbourne, Merchant. Lewes and Eastbourne. Pet 
of Charles aoe, Bradford, Yorks, Agent. Bradford. Pet June 3. 

Steer, William Henry, Broomw2od rd, Wandsworth Co Buik Wi 
worth. Po 1 Ord June 2 sa — ee. ante 
Waer. Pp FF And Landport, , er Builder. Portsmouth. Pet May 

ots 
Willis, George, Sherborne Dorsetshire, Tailor. Yeovil. Lo | May 28. Ord June 3 
— Henry, B radford, Yorks, Confectioner. Bradford, Pot June 1, Ord 
‘une 1 
TUESDAY, June _ + —— 
RECEIVING 
uae Henry, Earl Soham, Suffolk, one * Ipswich. Pet June 1. Ord 
June 16 


11.80 
ristol, Licensed Victualler. Bristol. Pet June 4. Ord 
Pet June4, Ord 


Senet 3 ‘at 12 at ‘Guildhall, 
Ebenezer, Liverpool, Silk Mercer. Liverpoo 
June 18 at 11 at Court house, Goyernment bldgs, Victoria st, 
ig Cardift, Furniture Dealer. Cardiff, Pet June 5. Ord June 5. 
a 
ch i nr Swansea, Tailor. Swansea. Pet June 4. Ord June 


Camille, H h st, Southwark, Saddler. High Court. Pet June 
wy 19 9 il Lat %, i Lincoln’s inn fields 


Spores Castle 
— Artists’ Col 
co —RE — Lincoln. Pet June5. Ord June 5. 


SUP Fishin co Kéeper. Sheffield. Pet June 5. 
sey pe Dotton Manufacturer. Burnley. Pet 
Court. Pet June3. Ord Inne 3, 


dates 
11 at 34, Lincoln’ 
ane - Pet May 23, Ord June 5. 


my Ebbw Vale, — General Healer. Tredegar. Pet 
a 
nr B h, 
pe "iat dat Town) Figindrenees. Poole. Pet 
ee raveller. Bath. Pet June 6, 


Edward Leopold Long, B 


6. Exam July 9 
‘bson, rick Stanwell — 233 
Drapers. Hk» Msg Pet June 1 . Ord 
William, Pontypridd, Siagpereanshion, Builder. Pontypridd. 
"Grd tae xam J veo 
i, Margate, Engineer. tere. Pet June 5, Ord June 6, Exam 


illiam, Oatsfield, Sussex, Farmer, Hastings. Pet June 4. Ord June 4. 


"a 6. 
wer, Asarish, 


diord st, Gray's inn High Court. Pet May 15. 
Jay rk of aoe & — 8 inn fields 
ih oyment. Bury St Edmund's. 
una 6. O; une 5, ‘Exatn Fes 
vesen 


d, Mariner, ARostiester. Pet June 5. Ord June 6. 
a — Builder, Manchester. Pot May 19. 


Shed tea Tages. eas Rag. Se 


Bipad, G 
Brown, e@ 
J 4. 

Cohen, 


— 


2* 


a one b. 
9 er, oun 





547 | 
Salm-Kyrburg, Lu wig, Kendhaghon ‘High Court. Pet May 7. Ora 
Schofield, —— — * — Walker, Brighton, Drapers 
* 5 aa, — Fonale toe ow: . Newcastle on 


Short, 
Pp —y | J 6. y *- 

—— —— ae es anne *. 
Exam 3 

ur, Froderick © yy ao tap Sparshott, Brooks Mews, Lan- 
caster ga Court. Pet Apr29. OrdJune4. Exam Tat 


at, © at ris —* n fiel 

—— 7* 14 Wi wert — Laney re Gone Pet Max 1s Only aant 
— Jobp, Doneaster, Tailor. Sheffield. Pet June4. OrdJune 4. Exam June 
Tasker, ‘Robert Branton, Menai Bridge, Anglesey, Dentist, Bangor. Pet June 5. 
—* Thomas, vy me a Wells. Tonbridge Wells. Pet May 


June 4 2.30 
Tasker, R RJ H i Brooklands, —— a Assistant ?. 
urt. Pet April 30. Ord June 4, July 14 at 11 at 34, s 


elds 
7 ea ve road R... Sees Pet April 28. Ord June 4. Exam 
atil a s 
8 Kendal. wane By June 3. Ord June 


— Taller, 
eg, tent dang - hn ouse, Towales Seas 


Walden hh st, Stockbroker. ae. Court. Pet April 
21. Ora Fae xam July 7 at 11 at 34, Lincoln's inn fe 
Cardiff. Pet May 13. Ord June 4. Exam 


Walters, W: 

J 9at2 
nan cise Leeds. Pet June 6. OrdJune6é. Exam 
June 30 at 11 


First MEETINGS. 
* ae Rottingdean, Sussex, Gent. June 17 at 12. Chamber of Commerce, 
ea 


Blomfiela, Henry, Bas Earl Soham, Suffolk,Grocer. June 17at11. Official Receiver, 


2, 
Bontoft, Eas Gente estate), Bowdon, Cheshire, Draper. June 23 at 1. 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s 


Bostock, dob, rege ee Wein, See June 17 at4. Mr George 
van, 
‘Winston Licensed Victualler. June 19 at 11. Official 


Broad, Geo: 
—— rs, 
West Croydon, Mattress Manufacturer. June 16 at 2. 
Receiver, 109, Vise Sa 
Dayies, Dovid, Clydach, ar Swansea, Tailor. June 18 at 11. 6, Rutland st, 
wansea, 
Gi 


bson, William (septe estate), Chorlton-cum-Hardy, nr Manchester, Draper. 
June 23 at 12.40. —7— st, Lincoln's inn 
Ae ton, Artists’ Colourman. June 17 at 1. Chamber 


— 
Hill, Mf, Yorke Mossel, W. Tailor. June 17 at 2. Official Receiver, St 
Andree Obes, J att, £ 
Holmes, ee, Figtrce lane’ Pearse —— June 17 at 12. Official 
e. Sheffi: 
Market, Smithfield, Provision Merchant. June 17 at 12. 
— — 
Montgomeryshire, Timber Merchant. June 16 at 








— — 
— June 23 at 12.30. 


3 Ree Pe — June 18 at 3. George Hotel, Battle, 
Hlepbant Richard, a Montgomeryshire, Merchant. June 18 at 12.15, 
; John Jenkins, Cardiff, 
rs 
ton, * 


Gandift, Grocer. June 17 at 12. Official Receiver, 2, Bute 
illiam, Leeds, Engmeer. June 2% at 3. Official Receiver, 22, Park row, 
Bg rt eg sq, St George’s in East, Club Steward. June 
h, , Crumpsall, nr Manchester, Builder. June 19 at 3.45. Official Re- 
Schofield, Wi a Joh ana Thomas Watts Walker. Brighton, Drapers. 
Shires, W: Henry, Leeds, Joiner. June 9% at 11. Official Receiver, 22, Park 
jun, dale Town, Northumberland, Grocer. June 18 at 10 
chore, at 12. 
poe), Btrettord, nr Manchester, Draper. June 
Bradford, Yorks, Agent. June 17 at10. Official Re- 
iano pains. Boot Manufacturer. June 17 at 2. 
June Iv at il. “Dificial Receiver, Figtree lane, 
Bangor Branton, pies Dentist. June 22 at 11.2. Queen's Head 


— — ————— June V ats’. Official Receiver, 
Aired Huw, #, Ball Nally Wine Merchant June i8atil. 33, Carey 
st, Lincoln's 


ay=. Joseph and 
Michael, Suth — 
* athe: avenue. 
Staffordshire, 


si 


otel, 





row, 
Short, 
June 





Holbeck, Yorks, Woollen 
June 5 


* La. Fa 5 oe 
Grocer oke upon e tyen Ten and Lone 


Fite, cup, bamaym. Got 


oP + aby ae AShand, Yorks, Mill Owners. Halitar. Pet 
Senky bridge, Tappashine, Jetger. Ashton under Lyne and 
—— —*8 Auotionoor. Ashton under Lavo and 


—* —B Sheiield, Pet June & 


H Joh, Birmingham, out of businees Wolverhampton, Pet May ti. Ord 


Te ee oe 


10, Ord June 3 


Da’ 

Dorrington. 
— 

Farrer, 


April 





ie ee eh oe ee 


, a THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 


June 13, 1585. 








—— Bom. Yorks. out of business. Halifax. Pet June 1. Ord 


Jones, Robert William, Pwilheli, Carnarvonshire, Italian Warehouseman. 
— Lather pm akan ae Lyne, Milliner. Ashton-under-L d 
‘amy -under-Lyne. er. m-under-Lyne an 
¢ May 7. Ord May stati: 

Ein hn Ang Grocer. Neath. Pet May 20. Ord 


‘ane 5 
Mann, — Stratford, Essex, Oilman. High Court. Pet April s. Ord 
Thomas, New Basford, Nottingham, Stationer. Nottingham. Pet 


| 


The Subscription to the Souicrrors’ Journat ts—Town, 268. ; Country, 
288. ; with the Weexty Reporter, 528. Payment in advance includes 
Double Numbers and Postage. Subscribers can have their Volumes 
bound at the office—cloth, 28. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 

All letters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ Journal” must te 
authenticated by the name of the writer. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the Journal with regularity 
in the Country, it is requested that application be made direct to tie 


June2. Ord June 


Mole, oa tp he Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Tailor. Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Pet 


ip 


Publisher. 





— Henry, Duley, Worcestershire, Tailor. Dudley. Pet May 30. Ord CONTENTS. 
Price, John Jenkins, Cardiff, Grocer. Cardiff. Pet May 23. Ord June —— 
ae, Walter, Grantham, ‘Lincolnshire, Builder. Nottingham. Pet — 1. CURRENT TOPIOS —— Lofthouse ...--. «+» evsees 539 
June 6 RECTIFICATION OF INROLLED DEEDS 84 Hien CourRT OF OF JUSTICE :— 
Rihardors, George, Welland, Worcestershire, Farmer. Worcester. Pet May | THE ORGANIZATION OF ——— Nelson v. Morice .......++-++« e+ 539 
5. Ord June 5 ss 585 In re oe & Fleming Manu- 
—— Gravesend, Mariner Rochester. Pet June5. Ord June 6 panties C 0. — — 64 
Smith, wid, Llanwonno, Glamorganshire, Grocer. Aberdare. Pet June 2. Green v. Biggs .....- --. -- coos 540 
Ord June 4 ASES AFFECTING SOLI 
inf the Matter of A Solicitor, Ex 


, James, Walsall, Publican. Walsall. Pet May 30, Ord June 3 
ussex, Artist. Brighton. 


William. Wivelsfield, nr Hayward’s Heath, 





Spence and another, 


Pet March 14. Ord June 6 
Taylor. Annie, and Kate. Edwards, Hove, Sussex, Schoolmistresses. Brighton. 8 : SOCIETIES 
Tiden, trent — A High © Pet A P. —— aS cote SF | Sean on pam Oba 
een st, t. ourt. Pet ril V. Morgan .cecccseess: cece > 
Ord June 3 ang . = The International Marine LEGAL NEWS 


Walters, Joseph, Sedgley, Staffordshire, Engine Driver. Dudley. Pet May 29. 





Ord June — poe Op 
Young, Richard. and _ William Tompsett, Dunton Green, Kent, Horse Norton v. Compton -- 
Slaughterers. Tonbridge Wells. Pet May 6. Ord June4 | W odehouse v. 


Hydropathic Co. v. Hawes.... 588 | CouRT ParErs . 
538 | Co 





ANTES 
e++-eeeee- 589 | CREDITORS’ 





odehouse ...... 539 | LONDON GAZETTES, &¢., &. «.++. +005 546 
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SCH WEITZER'S COCOATINA 


EDE AND SON, 


Soe MAKERS, 


—— 38 Prods Tae Puen? ali 
e t 
with the excess of fat extracted. wan ROBE 
The it “ the most nutritious, per- 
t fan A Li BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED 
, &c., and Im REALITY CuzarER than such 


Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful 
to s Breakfast Cup, costing less than a. 


Chocolate, and may when 
richer chocolate is prohibited. 
In tins at le. 64., —— 6d., &c., by Chemists and 


‘rocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole 
H. Scuwszrrzzz £Co.,10 —— Strand, f ondon. W. 


EGAL and GENERAL LIFE ASSUK- 





current year 


to take Notice tha* ~~ Dividend for 
on Wednesday, the ist day of 


will be PAYABLE 
J next. 


ner onts dividends, at the rate of 13s. per 


share, free ot Sacome Tax, wil be forwarded by post 


“he tee Den ae 
be cl i ell- 
from Tuesday the 10th instant, to Tuesday, the soth = 
instant, both days inclu: e. 
By order of 


the Board, 
RB. A. NEWTON, Actuary and Manager. 


105,000 ACCIDENTS 
TWO MILLIONS 


HAVE BEEN PAID AS 


COMPENSATION 


PUR RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE COMPANT 
64, CORNHILL. 


ACCIDENTS OF ALL KINDS. 








To Her —— the Lord Chancellor the Whole of the 
ial Bench Co Corporation o London &c, 
ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTER? 


TORS’ —8* 
——— Town Clerks 


wan th 0 


INVESTMENT (LEASE HOLD). 
TANHOPE GARDENS, SOUTH KEN 
SINGTON.—A desirable RESIDENCE, let - 
repairing lease 3 7, 14, or 21 years from 
1885, at a rental of £300 per annum; tenant aes? 
ground- rent, £5 per annum, zm, So Be be SOLD, to pay the 
—— 6 per cent.—Apply to Mr. Ww. DovuGtas, 
—— — — Kensington, S.W. 
FURTHER INVESTMENT (LEASEHOLD), 
UKEN'S GATE, SOUTH KENSiNG- 
TON.—A BLIJOU RESIDENCE, let on repair- 
ing lease of 7, 14, or 21 egy Be oom June 24, 1883, at a 
t insuring ; ground- 


" a oe urchaser 
cent.—Apply to Mr. W. Dévetas, Builder, 67, 
ell-road, INVESTMENT FREE} 
INVESTMENT (FREEHOLD). 
OUTH KENSINGTON. — Let on 22 


lease of 7, 14, or 21 years from Christmas, 1 
at a rental of 55 — This BLIOU REST. 
fo py *8 


on then rental.— A: to Mr Wo EPs — 
well-road, NYE 124 — —— 
ESTMENT WHEE SEAOLDY. 

UEEN'S GATE. ie on repairing lease 
of 7, 14, or 21 years from March 25, 1885, at a 
SOLD, to pay eS — RESI- 
on the ren yo, Ms Ww. Dovatas, 

Builder, i, — ———— 
OUTH WALES.—To be Sold, by Private 
Rectorial of 














STRAND (opposite the Law Courts). 


Important and valuable Freehold Property for In- 
vestment or ive Occupation, as the tenant’s 
— will Eoxsive at Ohristmas, 1886, when possession 


MESES. FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, 
#00. have received instructions to 





Offer for SALE bb A ON, at the MART, 
Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on TUESDAY. JULY rth 
at TWO. the FREEHOLD PROFESSIONA 


NEXT. 
RESIDENCE, No. 32, Essex-street, Strand a ae 
frontage of 20ft., and ‘covering an area of about 1,740 
square feet. The —— *— on Fountain-court, 
Temple, and con — floor fou~ ome 
offices, including a ** room built in the rear, t 
floors above of eight rooms, and in the basement 
housekeeper’s apartments. 

May be viewed by permission of the tenants; and 
aang = and plans obtained of Messrs. Ticehurst & 

ms, Solicitors, Essex-place, Cheltenham; at the 
Mart; and of Messrs. Farebrother, Ellis, Clark, & Co., 
29, Fleet-street, and 18, Old Broad-street, E.C. 


BLACKFRIARS. 

Valuable Wharves and Warehouse, being customary 
freehold and leasehold of the Manor of Old Paris 
Garden, and near! 5 = —— producing 
rentals amounting 

ESsks., FULLEK, "HO "HOUSEY, SONS, & 

z CASSELL are Trustees of 

the Cha poste by at AUCTION: on 

WEONESDAY. LY: 8th, at TW i oe cisely, at the 

MA Lots, th * 


To 

following valuable se ROSERTIES. — equal to 
freehold, comprising :— 

Lot 1, known as Blackfriars-bridge Wharf, now 
ie frontage of about 55 

Thames an average Soom of 

about 146 feat. and timber * adjoining, havin; ee 
per Ground-street of about 31 feet, by 





frontage to V 
an av © doth = about 52 feet; let on lease to 
Messrs. aterall & Waghorne, Timber Merchants, 


at moderate rentals, amounting to £400 per —— 
for an unexpired term vot about 14 years. This 
erty is — — of the or of Uld mans 
Garden, Black in the county of Surrey, nearly 
equal to freehold, being free of fines and quit rents 
— —— to copyholds. 
Lot ‘A well-secured Ground-rent of £200 r 
, known as 





ann 
bury’s Wharf, Upper Ground- with a Tever- 
sion to the rack rental in 1934; held for terms of 1,000 

years from Lady-day, 1582 1582, and 999 years from Mid- 
Tomener, 1583, at a 








Paid-up and Invested Punts, £200. Premium income derived — — — ded May be viewed b ve of the , tenants, and particn- 
— £328 158. The | lars, pla: of Char! ncen les 
Bay ke were i. M. FARQuBAE. et. —_ tithe payers are all substantial men, and ently | Solicitor, 4, St. —— nase Isle ot W ight 
w Agents, or ‘ —— po a aS ee & Ev. Within, ES. a the 'M. and of —— — lier, 
8 ’ i , 

cct-end Ofte —%, Gnaxm Ho Hore BurLpiNas, y : ANS, | Horsey, Sons, & Cassell, No, 11, Billiter-square, H.C. 

Or at the ESSKS. JUHNSUN & DYMOND bey 

3 Pre’ Notice,—By order of th Mortgages. * 
Head Office CORN LONDON, E.C M fg announce that their Sales by Auction of| Very valuable Absolute Reversion to, One-fourth 
* i, Secretary. —— 2 , Jewellery, Precious Stones, | Share of Freeh hold Ground Rents, Freehold, Lease- 
ABLISHED 11. ra are o held on Mondays, Wednesdays, Thursdays, i hold and © d Property, situate at Croydon, 


EST. 
BLEFSEcCK BAN K.— 


Chancery-lane. 
per CENT. intinest” allowed on 
0 Ent ITER EoT * CURRENT 
" ah y 





ins —55 
A Deeds, Writings, and Valuations for Probate or transfer, Torn 
of Bille of m te the Otty Auction ito “(established 
; the 1 Menta Jobim 
thelr Auction Bales — boy fo — 
⸗ —_ ng, &o ae Se 4 
’ ‘ * nico Pr of ‘the week 





ys. 
and othage ts paytsekati aclit4 te tite meaty eet 
« is rly © 
* me disposal of sya at of deceased and other 


| London and han also of Securities in Govern- 
t Stock ——6 amounting to an 
aeuro —— —— of grows £170,000, expectant on the 
A ESskS. "HUMBERT, SON, & FLUNT 

will SELL_by AUCTION, at the MAR J 





—*2 » BU, yon on FRIDAY, JUL 
LSA Ra — 
ed of yn ene 9 sale, when ready, may 
| be pee ot More, S ©. , Hon, & us 
Mesars, cup arting, om —— 2* Linco’ é 


ere ee 





ay 
ch 


BHaaRe aR 





